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Current Topics. 
The Passing of Hilary Term. 


In A FEW days Hilary Term will be over. In many ways it 
has not proved a very satisfactory term for the average 
practitioner who undertakes litigious work in the High Court. 
The illness of eight judges has diminished the staff available 
in the King’s Bench Division, and loans from elsewhere have 
not counterbalanced the numerical deficiency. Moreover, the 
judges lent by the Court of Appeal have been necessarily 
withdrawn from the hearing of appeals; this means trouble 
and delay in the higher court later on, when lists of appeals 
begin once more to be crowded. A large part of the work of 
the Common Law judges has been the hearing of criminal 
appeals ; this burden on judicial time is likely to grow rather 
than diminish ; yet it cannot be got rid of without impairing 
the public confidence in our administration of criminal justice 
far more than would be worth while. Again, owing to shortage 
of judges, Divisional Courts during the greater part, if not the 
whole, of this term have consisted of two judges only ; a very 
undesirable result, even when the judges are LordsJ ustices of 
Appeal. Sensational trials have not been so numerous as 
usual; but one of the three which have occurred lasted a 
most inordinate time and withdrew from useful service else- 
where an exceptionally learned judge for a period not much 
short of four working weeks. Altogether the litigant has not 
been too well pleased with the current of events during Hilary 
Term. 


The Lengthiness of Trials. 

A worb ovGut perhaps to be said here with regard to certain 
not very well-founded criticisms on one aspect of the 
Dennistoun case which has been pretty universal in the public 
Press. It is freely suggested that this case took up far too 


much time ; that counsel have been responsible for this, and 
have dragged into the trial an unnecessary amount of scandals 
which had better have been buried ; 


and that Mr. Justice 





McCarpiz, who presided, ought to have checked these 
tendencies. This criticism is not unnatural, but it neglects one 
or two aspects of the case as viewed by the legal advisers of the 
parties. Mrs. DennistouN sues her husband for alleged loans 
made during marriage and for breach of an alleged agreement 
to pay her moneys in certain contingent future events in 
consideration of her abstention from seeking alimony in a 
French divorce suit between these parties. Why on earth, 
says the hasty layman, could not this simple issue have been 
fought out by the lawyers without going in to the alleged 
shady side of either party’s life? But things are never quite 
so simple as this. Part of Colonel DENNISTOUN’s defence, at 
least in the alternative, necessarily was that the divorce decree 
was not one which Mrs. DenNisroun could have had for the 
asking, nor were the circumstances such that she could have 
got alimony; it therefore seemed necessary to dissipate 
prejudice by bringing in certain aspects of her private life 
which, in the view of the defence, would throw light on the real 
character (according to the allegation of the defence) of her 
claim. But when Mrs. DeNNistoun’s conduct thus was 
bound to come into view, her legal advisers would naturally 
feel bound to protect her, in her turn, against consequent 
prejudice in the eyes of the jury by bringing out her story as to 
certain unpleasant aspects of her conduct. Both parties were 
caught in this vicious circle. Neither, without danger of 
unfair prejudice to his client’s interests, could afford to 
abandon reference to the darker side of the case. Nor could 
the judge properly intervene to rule out the resulting side 
issues until he had the whole evidence before him. It is very 
unfair, therefore, to blame either counsel or the solicitors of 
either party for a course taken, no doubt at the cost of much 
intellectual distaste and discomfort to themselves, for the 
purpose of protecting their clients’ interests. 


Obstacles to the Investigation of Titles. 
A CORRESPONDENT, whose interesting letter we printed last 
week under his nom-de-plume of “ Mertonensis,” took our 
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contributor “ Rubric” to task for suggesting in his third 
article on the Birkenhead Legislation that there are three 
obstacles in the path of the investigator of title, as things 
stand to-day in English Law. According to “ Rubric’s” 
article, these three obstacles are (1) the existence of successive 
interests in land, mostly created by way of shifting or springing 
uses under the Statute of Uses, which cause the automatic 
transfer of an estate from A to B, without any recent convey- 
ance or public legal act, simply as the result of some limitation 
in a deed drafted, it may be, a century or more ago; (1) the 
existence of simultaneous interests in land, chiefly joint 
tenancies or tenancies in common, requiring the separate 
deduction of the title of each of many co-owners; (11) the 
equitable doctrine of notice, actual and constructive, with its 
effect on the priorities of equities. The selection of those 
three difficulties as obstacles, of course, is not a private pre- 
dilection of ‘‘ Rubric’; their existence is part of the official 
case for the urgency of reform on the lines of the Birkenhead 
Act. Very probably the evils of these complexities have been 
somewhat overrated by official apologists; but that they 
really exist, surely, cannot be doubted by any experienced 
conveyancer. Perhaps, however, it is more obvious to the 
conveyancer of Lincoln’s Inn than to the country solicitor 
who has a good deel of conveyancing to do, and that for a 
very natural reason. The Lincoln’s Inn specialist is only 
called in, as a rule, when there are difficulties in the investiga- 
tion of a title; therefore he gets a concentrated section of 
conveyancing in which the percentage of obstacles due to the 
technical causes mentioned above is much higher than it is 
elsewhere. The country solicitor, on the other hand, who is 
in the habit of sending awkward or heavy caxes up to counsel, 
keeping the more normal ones for the service of his own con- 
veyancing partner or assistant, equally naturally under- 
estimates the difficulties which old law of this kind may 
manufacture for the conveyancer. It is a case of the two sides 
of the shield, each seen only by one of the combating 
chevaliers, so that each gets a somewhat one-sided view of the 
result. Certainly, however, our correspondent is right to call 
attention to the rather different experience of barristers and 
solicitors in questions affecting conveyancing, and to the 
importance of hearing the view of the latter as well as the 
former. 


Solicitors and the Birkenhead Act. 


ONE IMPLICATION which appears to emerge from the letter 
of * Mertonensis,”’ however, does strike us as rather unfounded. 
He suggests that only counsel in Lincoln’s Inn have been 
consulted about the utility or otherwise of the Birkenhead 
changes and that the views of solicitors have been ignored. 
This hardly seems quite an exact picture of the actual facts. 
Of course, it is true that the experts mainly responsible for 
drafting the Birkenhead Act, the Amendment Act, and the 
seven Consolidated Bills, were eminent conveyancers of 
Lincoln’s Inn, Sir Bensamin Cuerry and Sir Akruur 
Unperuitt. But then the drafting of a complicated reform 
scheme, ike the diagnosis of an exceptionally complex state of 
medical facts or the performance of a very delicate and 
dangerous operation of an unusual type, is necessarily a matter 
entrusted to the expert who has specialized rather than to the 
general practitioner, both in law and in medicine. Solicitors 
are essentially general practitioners, in conveyancing as in other 
branches of law - : 
who have narrowed down their lives to one limited groove, 
within which they have acquired very special skill. Hence 
the Birkenhead scheme was necessarily entrusted to con- 
veyancing counsel as draftsmen. But the scheme, for the 
last three years, has been thrown open by its official sponsors 
for the criticism of the profession, and the suggestion of amend- 
ments. The Law Society and the various Provincial Law 
Societies have taken a large part in this task of criticism. 
The result has been a most beneficial one; many sane and 


counsel are or are supposed to be specialists 





practical amendments have been made in the Act. It is, 
indeed, along those lines—criticism rather than initial drafting 
—that the general practitioner reinforces the expert to the 
advantage of both, and of the public welfare. We rather 
think our correspondent undervalues the extremely useful 
work which solicitors have done in subjecting the Acts and 
Bills, as they have done, to very careful and thoroughgoing 
criticism from the standpoint of the practical man who will 
have to work the new conveyancing. 


Three Alternative Obstacles. 

OUR CORRESPONDENT, having delivered his attack on 
‘“ Rubric,” sets out to state what he himself regards as the 
three main obstacles in the path of the practical conveyancer. 
These are (1) Difficulties which arise from pure mistakes, 
due generally to carelessness on the part of solicitors, who do 
work for fees far below scale and scamp it (he says), which 
difficulties no legislation will cure ; (2) Complications caused 
in the subdivision of property by the existence of the tithe 
rent-charge, manoral rents, land tax, drainage rates, over- 
riding ground-rents, and so forth, all of which (he suggests) 
could be abolished or simplified by a legislator who would 
take the necessary trouble over work which is essentially 
unheroic ; (3) the disproportionate expense incident to the 
simplest application to the court, and the rigidity of the 
practice, both of which (he considers) could easily be put an 
end to. We are in entire agreement with our correspondent 
that all the obstacles he mentions do exist, although we 
rather fancy he overstates the first, namely the carelessness 
of solicitors ; the slovenly and unconscientious solicitor, we 
believe, is in a small minority. Moreover, with the enhanced 
professional prestige, and the improved professional and general 
education of solicitors, which is a mark of to-day, the day of 
the solicitor who scamps his work or undercuts others is rapidly 
dwindling to a vanishing point. 


Human and Technical Obstacles. 

3urT we rather think that ‘‘ Mertonensis”’ has somewhat 
confounded two very different meanings of the phrase 
“Obstacles to Conveyancing.” The legal reformer, official 
or unofficial, means by these words what may be called 
“technical legal obstacles,” i.e., obstacles to the security or 
simplicity of conveyancing which arise out of defects in the 
law itself. It is only this class of defect, as Mertonensis 
himself justly points out, which the legislator can completely 
cure. He can, at any rate in theory, devise a perfect system 
of real’ property law and conveyancing, i.e., one as free as is 
reasonably possible from complexities of legal ruling anomalies, 
archaisms, opportunities for fraud, and possibilities of surprise. 
He cannot, however, compel the lawyers who work the con- 
veyancing system to work it either thoroughly or intelligently, 
or even honestly. But that, after all, is not the business of 
the legal reformer. He must assume that human nature 
will be no worse when his scheme comes into force, than it 
was before; therefore no added burden of obstacles due to 
the frailties of human nature will be installed as the result 
of his reform. If he gets rid of the technical obstacles, he will 
have done something. “Technical legal obstacles,” therefore, 
must not be confounded with “ human obstacles ”’ ; the former 
are due to errors of system, and can be removed by improving 
the system ; the latter are due to “ original sin,’ and cannot 
be removed except by very slow and gradual social discipline. 
This discipline, however, is being steadily applied by public 
opinion, the meetings and discussions of the Law Society 
and the provincial societies, and above all by the excellent 
education now placed before articled pupils in the provided 
and approved law schools. It is to these forces, and not to 
legislation, that we must look for the gradual elimination of 
the less admirable member of the legal profession—to whose 
malign activities our correspondent attributes so much 


evil. 
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The Neleance of Overriding Burdens. 


OUR CORRESPONDENT’S second point, let us say at once, 
comma nds our completestagreement andsympathy. He points 
out the complications which harass the conveyancer, where 
property has to be subsidised, owing to the existence of all 
sorts of overriding burdens, which the Common Law or the 
Statute Law has placed as primary charge upon the land. 
Anxious to make certain that tithes, rents, land taxes, drainage 
rates, and the like, will be collected with the minimum of 
trouble, our ancestors, whether private conveyancers or the 
Treasury drafter of Finance Acts, have been only too ready 
always to impose these burdens as charges on the property 
out of which they arise, for which every owner or occupier 
takes some degree of responsibility. The time has come when 
the purse of the private purchaser of land might well get 
some consideration : this should not always be reserved for the 
fiscus or the rate-collector, or the owner of ground rents and 
tithes. No doubt, much improvement of the existing arrange- 
ments, equitable to all parties, might easily be devised if time 
and trouble were spent on it. Unfortunately, as “ Mertonensis” 
not obscurely hints, Lord Chancellors are much less eager 
to attempt unheroic but useful legislation of this kind, than 
they are to bring in gigantic schemes which will win them a 
reputation with posterity. Here again, we are up against 
“human nature,” and “ original sin’’—but this time in 
chancellors, not solicitors. 


Expense of Conveyancing Summonses. 

THE THIRD POINT which Mertonensis raises is also one which 
merits careful consideration. He draws attention to what he 
considers the disproportionate expense incident to the 
simplest application to the court and the rigidity of the 
practice. We presume that he is referring to the practice in 
connexion with Originating Summonses, Vendor and Purchaser, 
Summonses and similar proceedings in the Chancery Division 
of the High Court. It is quite true that such applications 
add very considerably to the cost of conveyancing, whenever 
they become necessary, but it is not very easy to suggest a 
satisfactory remedy. Chancery side fees for counsel are by 
no means heavy, and the work done obviously requires the 
services of specialists; we doubt whether this part of the 
cost can be cut down much. Perhaps matters of this kind 
might be heard by the Judge in Chambers, subject to a re- 
hearing in court by way of appeal, and solicitors might be 
heard in chambers on the point raised; but it is doubtful 
whether in practice much use would be made of any such 
provision, and it raises legal questions of etiquette as between 
the respective spheres of barristers and solicitors, which can 
hardly be adjusted piecemeal. Again, hearing of such sum- 
monses at district registries, or by county court judges, 
another possible mode of saving expense, would seldom be 
satisfactory ; it is unreasonable to expect that judges on 
assize, or county court judges can be experts in so technical 
a matter as conveyancing. On the whole, it is not very easy 
to see exactly how the present cost of applications to the 
Chancery Division can be much cut down ; but any practicable 
suggestions for so doing certainly deserve the utmost 
consideration. 


Preference in Government Contracts. 

Tue Ministry of Health has just sent out to all local 
authorities a circular impressing upon them the desirability 
of bearing in mind the resolution re contracts unanimously 
passed at the Imperial Economic Conference in 1923 to the 
following effect :— 

(1) That this Imperial Economic Conference re-affirms 
the principle that in all Government contracts effective 
preference be given to goods made and materials produced 
within the Empire, except where undertakings entered into 
prior to this Conference preclude such a course or special 
circumstances render it undesirable or unnecessary. 





“ 


(2) That, so far as practicable, efforts be made to ensure 
that the materials used in carrying out contracts be of 
Empire production. 

“(3) That state, provincial and local government 
authorities should be encouraged to take note of the 
foregoing resolutions.” 

The Government will be glad if the matter is considered 
by every local authority with a view to giving effect to this 
resolution, subject to the condition that, in view of the 
present special circumstances with regard to unemployment, 
no alteration should be made in the policy laid down in 
Circular 400 of the 15th May, 1923, with regard to the 
placing of contracts in this country. 


The Law Society’s School. 

WE print elsewhere the programme of The Law Society’s 
School for the forthcoming Easter and Trinity Terms; this 
period forms one of the three annual terms observed by the 
school. Articled pupils are not always aware of the multiform 
and manifold facilities to which they become entitled auto- 
matically on becoming students of the school. A separate 
suite of premises at the headquarters of the Society in Chancery- 
lane is devoted to the accommodation of the school; it has 
a staircase of its own abutting on the entrance into Bell-yard 
from which there is obtained a spacious view of the Law Courts 
and Lincoln’s Inn. Near by is the historic Carey-street 
entrance and archway of the great Chancery Inns of Court. 
The students’ suite includes not only the academic classrooms 
and offices, but also a Common Room Refectory, and 
Reference Library. Lending library advantages are also 
provided by arrangement with a firm of law publishers in 
Bell-yard. There is a students’ debating society, and 
opportunities are also available for all sorts of clubs and 
societies run on collegiate lines. In fact every matter of 
normal university and college life, except perhaps residence, 
is now a characteristic of the school. The present generation 
of articled pupils indeed possess as a matter of course advan- 
tages which to their grandfathers would have appeared 
academic luxuries undreamt of in the philosophy of the 
average solicitor. To-day, beyond any question, the lines of 
the law student have fallen in pleasant places. 


The late A. J. Ashton, K.C. 

OnE sipE of the late A. J. Asnton’s, K.C., many-sided 
character ought not to be overlooked ; attention is drawn to it 
in the interesting memoir of the late King’s Counsel which 
appears in The Times issue of 25th ylt. Like so many famous 
barristers who have reached the final lap in the pilgrimage of 
life, looking back on an interesting career, he felt impelled to 
tell others in some form more abiding than that of conversation 
the story of the many interesting things he had seen and done. 
Lawyers are peculiarly given to unexpectedly turning author 
in old age, even when they have never penned a line until they 
have reached the Psalmist’s allotted limit of threescore years 
and ten. Doubtless it is the exceptional interest and even 
romance which attaches to the life of the Bar, its immersement 
in the most up-to-date life in the courts linked on to its 
residence amongst mediwval traditions in the Temple, which 
impels so many in the evening of their days to thus jot down 
their reminiscences, Suddenly a few months ago AsHTON, 
K.C., joined the numbers of this goodly band ; he gave to the 
world at large a charming and amusing volume of recollections 
styled “As I went on my way.” In taking farewell of the 
reader the learned author in a tone of scholarly simplicity says : 
“T have now written down all that I wish to say about things 
that I have seen and heard in my journey through an unknown 
country, where the light has been often uncertain and the 
shadows mysterious. I shall not come this way again, nor do 
I think, if I did so, I could make out very much more of the 
landscape. . . . Nor should I forget that the path has some- 
times led through green pastures and sometimes beside the 
waters of comfort,” 
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Mr. Richard Alfred Pinsent. 


Mr. Ricuarp ALFRED Pinsent, whose portrait we publish 
in this issue* has long been one of the most distinguished 
members of The Law Society. He was President of the 
Birmingham Law Society from 1901 to 1903, and of The 
Law Society from 1918 to 1919. Needless to say, the Bir- 
mingham Society is one of the most important of all the 
provincial Law Societies. Its professional and public activities 
are numerous, and it has taken a great part in the development 
of legal education. The institution of a Faculty of Law in 
Birmingham University is very largely the result of its efforts ; 
and the Birmingham Law School is one of the most pro- 
gressive in the Kingdom. It has an exceptionally fine 
staff of lecturers, and more than one distinguished teacher 
of our English Jurisprudeene has been numbered within 
their ranks. 

Mr. Prnsenr, during practically the whole of his professional 
career, has been associated with Birmingham. He was 
educated elsewhere, however, being a pupil of Eprnpurcu 
Acapemy, which shares with Fetres CouLece the distinction 
of being the foremost of the great Scottish schools. Frtrrs 
is a boarding school, the ACADEMY is a day school; but 
the upper and upper middle class of Scotland have always 
been partial to day-schools; half the present members of 
the Scots Court of Session are reputed to have been educated 
at Epinpurau AcApEMy. Even English readers are familiar 
with the name of this famous school, the ‘‘ Westminster ”’ of 
Scotland, because of the affectionate reminiscences of it which 
appear in the essays of Ropert Louts Stevenson, himself 
an alumnus of the school, and afterwards a member of the 
Faculty of Advocates, although literature early claimed him 
from the pursuit of the law’s glorious uncertainty. 


Mr. PINSENT was articled to the late Mr. Tuomas JAMES 
Smiru, of Birmingham. As a student he won distinction ; 
he obtained honours and the gold medal in the Final. He 
was admitted in 1873, and four years later became a member 
of the firm of Messrs. Barton, Smit & PINseNtT, now Messrs. 
Pinsent & Co., practising in the’City of Birmingham. Shortly 
after becoming a partner, he married, in 1878, Miss Laura 
Proctor RyLanp; five sons have been born of this union, 
two of whom gave their lives for their country in the Great 
War. One of the three survivors, Mr. Roy Pinsent, was 
admitted in 1909, and has been for some years a member of 
the firm. 

Mr. Pinsent became in 1901 an Extraordinary Member 
of the Council of the Law Society. He retired in 1903, but was 
duly selected again five years later, and from 1908 to the present 
time he has held this position in continuing succession. 
He was Vice-President in 1917-1918, and President in 1918-1919; 
he is one of the three Chairmen of the Discipline Committee, 
and a member of many other important Committees. His 
greatest work, however, has been his share in raising the 
magnificent memorial fund to solicitors and articled clerks 
who fell in the Great War. The fund was devoted partly 
to a visible memorial in the Law Society’s Hall, partly to 
a Record of Services, and partly to the creation of a Relief 
Fund. To this latter fund £46,000 have been contributed, 
a testimony which speaks for itself to Mr. PtnsENT’s energy 
and enthusiasm in the service of his profession. ; 

In short, Mr. Pinsent is a typical representative of those 
country solicitors whoss probity, public spirit, and faithful 
devotion to all the duties of civic, professional and private life 
alike have done so much to make England the home of liberty, 

eurity and justice. 

ScRUTATOR. 


*Copies of this photograph, suitab‘e for framing, will be supplied 
to non-subscribers at 2/6 each. 








Angary under the Indemnity 
Act, 1920. 


(Continued from p. 438.) 
I1.—Tue Inpemnitry Act, 1920, AND ITs Errectr 
ON COMPENSATION. 

In the prev'ous article we saw that in time of war the Crown 
enjoys a prerogative right to seize property within the realm 
belonging to a subject or alien, provided such property is 
deemed useful for purposes of national defence. The seizure 
is treated as if it were a forced sale under a constructive 
contract. Prima facie, the owner of the property is entitled 
to compensation in full for the value of the chattels or other 
property seized, but is not entitled to any damages for trespass 
or conversion or detinue ; for such damages lie in tort, and no 
proceedings in tort are available against the Crown. It is for 
that reason that interest on the value of the goods seized, as 
between the date of seizure and the date of settlement by the 
Crown, will not lie; for interest is not payable on contract- 
debts unless in some special cases (of which this is not one), 
and interest by way of demurrage is in such a case a claim for 
damages for detinue, 7.e., a claim in tort, therefore not 
admissible : Swift & Co. v. Board of Trade, ante, p. 443. 

But this right to compensation appears to be subject to 
three exceptions, also indicated in the previous article. First, 
if the seizure takes place in the actual course of military 
operations—e.g., seizure of land to dig trenches in a fight with 
the enemy—then the seizure is an “ Act of State,” for which, 
it is submitted, no compensation can legally be claimed. 
Again, if the seizure is authorised by some Act of Parliament, 
for example the Defence of the Realm Act and the Regulations 
made thereunder, then the question of compensation is 
necessarily subject to any provisions for compensation sub- 
stituted for the Common Law right of the subject either by 
that statute or any other Act dealing with the subject-matter. 
Lastly, in the case of acts of Angary occurring during the late 
war, the Indemnity Act, 1920, provides a procedure for 
assessing compensation, which to some extent modifies very 
considerably the Common Law rights of the subject. Where 
any particular instance of Angary during the late war is not 
justified and specially provided for as a case of requisitioning 
materials of war or supplies under the terms of the Army Acts 
and the Defence of the Realm Act, it is usually covered by the 
provisions of the Indemnity Act. We therefore proceed to 
consider those terms. 

The main object of the Indemnity Act, 1920, as of all other 
Acts of Indemnity, as employed in accordance with the 
traditions and conventions of the British Constitution, is to 
protect servants of the Crown, and more especially officers in 
positions of responsibility, against suits brought after the 
termination of the war claiming damages for illegal acts 
committed in the bona fide exercise of their official duties. 
Under s. 1 of the Act, accordingly, legal proceedings, both civil 
and criminal, are forbidden to be initiated against persons in 
the service of the Crown for anything done in good faith in 
the public interest during the war, whether within or without 
the British Dominions. The effect of this enactment is to 
forbid proceedings for torts or acts in the nature of torts 
against such officers, provided they satisfy the statutory 
conditions precedent that the alleged irregular acts were done 
(1) in the course of their public employment, (2) in purported 
exercise of their official powers, (3) with the object of protecting 
the public interest, and (4) bona fide. 

But s. 1 does not prohibit the claiming of compensation for 
the value of property lost through such public acts of officers ; 
on the contrary, the Act goes to expressly declare the existence 
of rights to compensation in such cases. Such rights are 
reserved in the case of shipowners for vessels and munitions 
or supplies of marine use requisitioned on behalf of the Crown, 
and, as regards the public at large, for loss or damage of a 
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direct nature arising out of interference with their property 
or business within the United Kingdom by exercise of the 
Royal Prerogative : Indemnity Act, 1920, s.2. The Tribunal 
which is to assess the compensation is either the Statutory 
Board of Arbitration or the Defence of the Realm Losses 
(Commission, which the Act re-baptizes under the new name, 
War Compensation Court: ibidem, Sched. The defence and 
the procedure for assessing compensation set up by the statute 
are not restricted to acts committed by servants of the Crown ; 
where a private person acting under the directions or at the 
request of an officer of the Crown commits some act which, 
ifcommitted by an officer of the Crown in person would be 

tected, he becomes ad hoc an agent of the Crown and is 
entitled to the benefit of the statutory protection- Van der 
Berghs, Limited v. G. W. Ry. Co., 1921, 38 T.L.R. 14. 

The statute closely sets out in s. 1 five exceptional classes 
of proceedings which are not barred by the Indemnity Act. 
These include: first, proceedings in prosecutions instituted 
by any Government Department; second, institution of 
proceedings in respect of rights under contract or breaches of 
contract provided they are instituted within or just after the 
termination of the war or the arising of the cause of action, 
whichever of those dates is the later ; third, the institution or 
prosecution of court proceedings founded on negligence in 
respect of damage to person or property elsewhere than in 
4 foreign country; fourthly, the institution or prosecution 
of civil proceedings in respect of damage to person or property 
inany foreign country or of the requistioning of property in 
any foreign country, subject to the consent of the Attorney- 
General or the Lord Advocate (in the case of Scots proceedings); 
and fifthly, the institution or prosecution of proceedings 
respecting the validity or infringement of a patent. It will 
be seen, therefore, that the categories of cases in which pro- 
wedings are not barred by the Indemnity Act is a fairly 
mmerous one. And even where an action is barred because 
itdoes not fall within some one of those five heads, s. 2 gives a 
right to subjects or alien neutrals (but not te alien enemies) 
toclaim compensation in the cases mentioned in the preceding 
paragraph before the War Compensation Court. Therefore 
the rights of subjects injured by acts done in pursuance of 
kgal necessity are preserved in a very extensive and liberal 
manner by the Act. Obviously the owner (other than an alien 
ewemy) of property which has been seized under the Pre- 
mgative Right of Angary is entitled to take proceedings 
uder the liberal reservations of this section. 

_ Section 2 (1) is of such great practical importance, expecially 
m view of the recent leading case of Commercial and Estates 
lo. of Egypt v. The Board of Trade, 1925, 1 K.B. 271, that it 
be convenient to set out its principal provisions more or 
less in extenso. Indemnity Act, 1920, s. 2, ss. 1: “ Not- 
withstanding anything in the foregoing section restricting the 
nght of taking legal proceedings, any person not being a subject 
fa State which has been at war with His Majesty during the 
w, and not having been a subject of such a State whilst that 
late was at war with His Majesty— 
(@) Being the owner of a ship or vessel, which or any cargo 
mace or passenger accommodation in which has been 
quisitioned at any time during the war in exercise or pur- 
ported exercise of any prerogative right of His Majesty or of 
ly power under any enactment relating to the Defence of 
¢ Realm, or any Regulation or Order made or purporting 
be made thereunder, shall be entitled to payment or com- 
ensation for the use of the same and for services rendered 
uring the employment of the same in Government service, 
id compensation for loss or damage thereby occasioned ; or 
(b) Who has otherwise incurred or sustained any direct loss 
damage by reason of interference with his property or business 
the United Kingdom, through the exercise or purported 
mercise, during the war, of any prerogative right of His 
jesty or of any power under any enactment relating to 
he Defence of the Realm, or any Regulation or Order made or 























































property both made thereunder, shall be entitled to payment 
or compensation in respect of such loss or damage. [The 
italics, of course, are ours. | 

And such payment or compensation shall be assessed on 
the principles and by the tribunal hereinafter mentioned, and 
the decision of that tribunal shall be final.” [The tribunal 
hereinafter referred to is the War Compensation Court. | 

Since, clearly, Angary comes within either (a) or (b) of 
this enactment, it follows that any act comprised within the 
legal definition of Angary is limited as respects compensation 
in whatever way the Indemnity Act goes on to limit the 
amount of compensation which may be awarded in cases under 
s. 2 (1) (a) and (6). What, then, are these limitations on the 
assessment of compensation ? 

Three separate cases are distinguished by the Indemnity 
Act in respect of each of which a different principle for the 
ascertainment of compensation is enacted. These three cases 
may be summarized as follows :— 

(1) Acts done in pursuance of some Defence of the Realm 
Regulation of Order which itself fixes a basis for assessing 
compensation for such acts ; 

(II) Requisitioning, etc., of ships ; 
accordance with the principles previously acted on by the 
Board of Arbitration in such cases. 

(III) All other cases are divided into two classes (a) and (0). 
Class (a) are cases where the claimant, apart from the 
Indemnity Act, would have had a legal right to compensation. 
Effect is to be given to this legal right, but in assessing the 
amount of compensation regard is to be had to the existence 
of a state of war and to all other circumstances relevant to a 
just assessment of compensation. Class (b) consists of cases 
where the claimant, apart from the Indemnity Act, would 
have had no legal right to compensation [apparently this 
must refer to ‘‘ Acts of State ’’ only]; in that case the award 
is to be based on the principles hitherto acted on by the 
Defence of the Realm Losses Commission. How these pro- 
visions as to compensation were construed in the leading case, 
of Commercial and Estates Co. of Eqypt v. Board of Trade, 
supra, is a point we must reserve for the final instalment of 
these articles. PONTIFEX. 


this is to be assessed in 


(To be continued.) 








Readings of the Statutes. 


Law of Property Amendment Act, 1924, 
(Continued from p. 441.) 

V.—Tue Law or Property (ConsoLipation) BILL. 
WE have seen that the Birkenhead Act consists of a main 
stream and a number of tributary currents. Both the main 
stream and the tributary currents, we have also seen, are 
amended by Various sections and schedules of the Law of 
Property Amendment Act, 1924. Finally, the main stream 
and the tributaries get duly sorted out into seven separate 
and distinct statutory rivers by the seven Consolidation Bills, 
each of which consolidates the Birkenhead and Law of Pro- 
perty Amendment Acts with the remainder of the relevant law 
into seven large group-systems of Law : (1) Law of Property, 
(2) Settled Land Acts, (3) Trustee Acts, (1) Administration of 
Estates, (5) Land Charges, (6) Land Registration, (7) University 
Estates. The “main stream” which we are at present 
discussing, is consolidated in the first of those Bills, namely, 
the Law of Property (Consolidation) Bill, and that Bill we 
must now discuss. 

OpsEcTs oF THE LAW oF Property (CONSOLIDATION) Bin. 
The object of this important Bill is to arrange methodically 
and conveniently all the New Law, gleaned from the Law of 
Property Acts of 1922 and 1924, so far as that New Law 
affects— 

(a) The Institution of the New System of Unregistered 





Conveyancing ; 
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(>) The Assimilation of Real and Personal Property Law ; 
(c) The Abolition of Archaisms, Anomalies, and Com- 
plexities in the existing Law of Real Property. 

The Bill consists of Twelve Parts, containing in all just 
209 clauses and seven schedules. A bird’s eye view of its 
subject-matter will be apparent if we mention here the contents 
of the Parts and the Schedules. 

The Twelve Parts deal with the following matters :— 

Part I. General Principles as to Legal Estates, Equit- 

able Interests, and Powers. [This includes 

not only these matters, but also provisions 
as to Death Duties, Estates of Infants and 

Lunatics, Dispositions on Trust for Sale, 

and Undivided Shares. } 

Contracts, Conveyances, and other Instru- 
ments. [This Part covers (1) Contracts for 
the Sale of Land, (1) The actual form of 
Conveyances of Land, (ut) The Implied 
Covenants in deeds. | 

Mortgages, Rent-charges and 
Attorney. 

Equitable Interests and Things in Action. 
{The second clause in this Part, cl. 131, it 
may be interesting to note, is entitled 
“ Abolition of the Rule in Shelley's Case.”’ | 

Leases and Tenancies. 

Powers. 

Perpetuities and Accumulations. 

Married Women and Lunatics. 

Voidable Conveyances. 


Part II. 


Powers of 


Part III. 


Part LV. 


Part V. 
Part VI. 
Part VII. 
Part VIII. 
Part IX. 


Part X. Wills. 

Part XI. _— Miscellaneous. [This covers Corporations, 
Redemption and Apportionment of Rents, 
Commons and Wastes, Judgments affecting 
Land, Notices. | 

Part XII. Construction, Jurisdiction, and General 


Principles. 
The Seven Schedules deal with the following matters :— 
ScuEDULE I.—TRANSITIONAL PROVISIONS. 

This consists of temporary arrangements contained in the 
Acts of 1922 and 1924 for facilitating the elimination of the 
old estates and forms of property and their transmutation 
into the new forms enacted by the Acts. It consists of the 
following Eight Parts :— 


Part I. Conversion of certain existing legal estates into 
equitable estates. 

Part II. Vesting of Legal Estates. 

Part Il]. Provisions for dealing with Legal Estates 
vested in Infants. 

Part IV. Provisions subjecting land held in Undivided 
Shares to a Trust for Sale. 

Part V. Party Structures and Open Spaces. 

Part VI. Conversion of Tenancies by Entireties into 
Joint Tenancies. 

Part VII. Conversion of Existing Freehold Mortgages 
into Mortgages by Demise. , 

Part VIII. Conversion of Existing Leasehold Mortgages 


into Mortgages by Sub-demise. 
ScuEDULE II.—Imp.iiep CovENANTs. 
This consists of Ten Parts, the nature of which may be 
inferred from their titles as set out hereunder :— 


Part I. Covenants implied in a conveyance for valuable 
consideration, other than a mortgage, by 
a person who conveys and is expressed to 
convey as beneficial owner. 

Part II. Further covenants implied in a conveyance 


of Leasehold Property for valuable considera- 
tion, other than a mortgage by a person 
who conveys and is expressed to convey as 
beneficial owner. 





Covenants implied in a conveyance by way of 
mortgage by a person who conveys and 
is expressed to convey a beneficial owner, 

Covenants implied in a conveyance by way of 
Mortgage of Freehold Property, subject to, 
rent or of Leasehold Property by a perso 
who conveys and is expressed to convey as 
beneficial owner. 

Covenants implied in a conveyance by way of 
settlement by a person who conveys and 
is expressed to convey as Settlor. 

Covenants implied in any conveyance, by 
every person who conveys and is expressed 
to convey as Trustee or Mortgagee, or as 
Personal Representative ofa Deceased Person 
or as Committee of a Lunatic, or a Receiver 
of a Defective, or under an Order of the 
Court. 

Covenants implied in a conveyance for valuable 
consideration, other than a mortgage, of 
the entirety of land affected by a rent-charge. 

Covenants implied in a conveyance for valuable 
consideration, other than a mortgage, of 
part of land affected by a rent-charge, 
subject to a part (not legally apportioned) 
of that rent-charge. 


Part III. 


Part IV. 


Part V. 


Part VI. 


Part VII. 


Part VIII. 


Part IX. Covenants in a conveyance for valuable con- 
sideration, other than a mortgage, of the 
entirety of the land comprised in a Lease 
for the residue of the term or interest 
created by the Lease. 

Part X. 


Covenants implied in a conveyance for a 
consideration, other than a mortgage, 0 
part of the land comprised in a Lease, for 
the residue of the term or interest created 
by the Lease, subject to a part (not legally 
apportioned) of that rent. 
It will be appreciated, of course, that the Ten Parts set 

out in full detailed phraseology the form of the covenants 

implied in each of those ten cases. 


ScHEDULE III.—Form or TRANSFER AND DISCHARGE OF 
MoRTGAGES. 


[Just two forms are given: (1) Transfer; (2) Receipt on 
Discharge. ] 
ScuepULE 1V.—Forms Retatine To STaTuToRY CHARGES 

; 

oR MortTGAGesS OF FREEHOLD oR LEASEHOLD LAND. 


Five separate forms appear in this Schedule :-— 
Form No. 1. Statutory Charges by way of Legal Mortgage 
Form No.2. Statutory Transfer, Mortgagee not joining. 
Form No. 3. Statutory Transfers, the Covenantor joining 
Form No. 4. Statutory Transfer and Mortgage combined 
Form No. 5. Receipt on Discharge of Statutory Lega 
Charge by Mortgagee. 
ScuepuLe V.—Forms or INSTRUMENTS. 
Nine separate forms appear in this Schedule :— 
Form No.1. Charge by way of Legal Mortgage. 
Form No. 2. Further Charge by way of Legal Mortgage. 
Form No. 3. Conveyance on Sale, Legal Chargee ° 
Mortgagee concurring. 
Conveyance on Sale by Legal Chargee 4 


— 


Form No. 4. 





Mortgagee. 

Conveyance by Personal Representatives 
a fee simple, reserving thereout a tel! 
of years absolute for giving legal effect ' 
a Mortgage. 

Conveyance on Sale, reserving Minerals 4! 
right to work and a perpetual rent-charg 

Deed for confirming Legal Estates wit 
have not been validly created. 


Form No. 5. 


Form No. 6. 


Form No. 
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Form No. 8. Assent by Personal Representative in favour 
of a person absolutely entitled free from 
incumbrances. 

Assent by Personal Representatives in favour 


of Trustees for sale. 
ScuepDuLe VI.—Epiromes or ABsTRACTS OF TITLE. 

Five speciments of Abstracts are given :— 

Specimen No. 1. Of the title of John Williams to Blackacre 
(where the Title commences before 
the commencement of the Act). 

2. Of the Title of the Trustees of Frank 
Smithers to Greenacre (relating to 
undivided shares). 

Specimen No.3. Of the Title of R. Horne to Whiteacre 
(where the Title commences after 
the commencement of the Act). 

Specimen No.4. Of the Title of the Administrators 
of M. Curtis to Rich and Middle 
Farm (relating to infants). 

Of the Title of George Smith to Houses 
in John Street (relating to Leasehold 
Property). Rusric. 

ScuepuLe VII.—List or ENAcrMENts ReEPra.ep. 


(To be continued.) 


Form No. 9. 


Specimen N 


Specimen No. 5. 








Curia Parliamenti. 


The House of Commons has now been some six weeks in 


Session. Members are beginning to know 
Lawyers in one another’s good and bad points. Valua- 
the House of tions of character and capacity have been 
Commons. going on quietly and unobtrusively, with a 


result that a pretty good estimate of the 
abilities of members not previously known to the House is 
beginning to be arrived at by their fellow legislators. Amongst 
lawyers in the new House some striking personalities have 
disclosed themselves. Sir Henry Siesser has leapt into the 
unchallenged position of the leading legal authority on the side 
of the official opposition. Sir Parrick HaAstrnes, indeed, 
still occasionally leads off for his party on some star debate 
of a legal type, but he never speaks at any other time, and it is 
only too obvious that his mantle has fallen on his guondam 
Solicitor-General. Sir Henry Siesser constantly speaks to 
his party, and his rising meets with loud and universal shouts 
of approval; the Liberal and Conservative members press 
into the House to hear him. The Times, after nearly every 
important debate, is loud in his praises. The reason for this 
tribute is manifold. In the first place Sir Henry is a brilliant 
speaker of just the half-conversational, half-oratorical type 
which the House of Commons loves. Then he is manifestly 
a scholar, a lawyer, and a gentleman, always dignified in 
manner, cultured in accent, courteous and moderate in 
tone. Again, he bears a high character for religious and 
moral earnestness in his private life, is modest and simple in 
the extreme—which cannot be said of all barrister-members 
of the Labour Party. Again, he has passed twenty years of his 
life engaged in the daily handling of trade union cases in the 
courts, so that he has an unrivalled practical knowledge of 
industrial affairs. He certainly ought to have a future in 
the Labour Party other than that of a mere law-officer. 
His position in the House is now at least equal to that of 
Sir Joun Srmon, Sir Dovetas Hoge and Sir Ropert Horne, 
all lawyers much more eminent than he in their professional 
careers. 
This very short measure, of course, merely proposes to extend 

for another period of two years the operation 


The Rent of Part I of the Rent Restriction Act, 1923, 
Restriction which otherwise would expire in the middle 
Bill. of the present year. On its expiry Rent 


Restriction is not completely removed, for 
Part II of that Act would then come into operation, which 





leaves in existence some modified right of interference between 
tenants and landlords vested in what is practically a Rent 
Court. But public opinion is not yet ripe for even the modified 
form of decontrol provided by Part II ; moreover, the building 
programmes which were expected to precede decontrol are 
still largely in nubibus. The Government therefore feels 
compelled to prolong the operation of Part I without sub 
stantial modification ; and this is all the new Rent Restriction 
Bill proposes to do. Opposition to its enactment comes chiefly 
from the Labour Benches. It is not taken very seriously by 
the House, inasmuch as the Labour Party did not find it 
possible, when in office, to suggest any practicable scheme for 
carrying out the revolutionary changes in Housing Law which 
its less responsible members now urge in opposition. 

On Tuesday, 26th March, there took place an adjourned 
debate on Mr. WHEATLEY’s amendment, and also a debate 
on an official Labour Party amendment moved by Mr. CLYNEs. 
Both were defeated. Mr. WHEAtLEY’s motion was in the 
following terms: “That this House cannot assent to the 
second reading of a Bill which, whilst purporting to continue 
for a limited period the protection of tenants of dwelling- 
houses, does not amend the law under which in an increasing 
number of cases this protection is withdrawn, continues legal 
sanction for increases in rent no longer justifiable, contains no 
provisions for simplifying existing legislation in order to reduce 
litigation, takes no cognizance of the length of time necessary 
to overcome the housing shortage, and is wholly inadequate 
to deal with the present situation ’ ; and Mr. CLyNes’ amend- 
ment was thus phrased : “It be an instruction to the Com- 
mittee on the Bill that they have power to insert provisions 
continuing the application of the Rent and Mortgage Interest 
(Restrictions) Act, 1920, to all dwelling-houses to which that 
Act now applies, and to amend the provisions in that Act 
relating to permitted increases in rent.” He said that 
through the operation of section 2 of the Act of 1923 very 
many working-men’s houses had become decontrolled, and the 
landlord putin a position to charge whatever rent he thought 
reasonable or was able to get. In the opinion of the Labour 
Party, the time had arrived for a revision of the permitted 
increases in rent, and it was in order that the Committee on 
the Bill might be in a position to consider both these matters 
that the instruction was moved. 

Notwithstanding the support of Sir Henry SLessEr in an 
able but somewhat academic speech, Sir Douctas Hoge had 
little difficulty in disposing of Mr. WHEATLEY’s amendment in a 
lucid and powerful speech, which showed the essential evils of 
such an unsound economic policy as the control of rents, its 
necessity under the abnormal cgnditions of war policy, but 
its mischievousness under normal industrial circumstances, 
the impossibility of withdrawing Rent Restriction all at once, 
but the imperative necessity of doing so gradually, and the 
unreal character of the proposals put forward by the Opposi- 
tion. The Attorney-General made an exceptionally able 
speech and the sympathies of the House were markedly on 
his side. 

By way of supplementing the brief note on this important 
Bill, contained at the end of this column 
The last week, the following note on the enact- 


Administration ments contemplated by the Bill is added. 
of Justice Part I consists of provisions intended to 
Bill. improve and develop the system of proba- 


tion of offenders established by the Proba- 
tion of Offenders Act, 1907. It is proposed to require a 
probation officer to be appointed for every probation area, to 
provide for the formation of such areas by the combination 
of petty sessional divisions, and to make certain alterations 
in the method of supervising and paying probation officers. 
The remainder of the Bill, which comprises forty-four 
clauses, consists largely of amendments of criminal procedure, 
of which many are founded on, or arise out of, recommenda- 
tions made by committees. Clause 42, for example, deals with 
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the subject of a wife’s responsibility for crimes committed 
under the coercion of her husband, which was inquired into 
by a committee of which Mr. Justice AVORY was chairman. 
The clause provides that any presumption of law that an 
offence committed by a wife in the presence of her husband 
is committed under the coercion of the husband is abolished ; 
but on @ charge against a wife for any offence, other than 
treason or murder, it shall be a good defence to prove that the 
offence was committed in the presence and under the coercion 
of the husband. 
Although the Government has promised facilities for the 
consideration in the House of Commons of 


The Summer the Summer Time Extension Bill, neverthe- 


Time less, when the Bill came before a Standing 
Extension Committee of the House of Commons a 
Bill. fortnight ago the Home Secretary, Sir 


WiLt1AM Joynson-Hicks, found it necessary 
to inform the members that the measure was very unlikely to 
pass through all the remaining stages in time to become 
operative this year. As we go to press the Bill has not yet 
become law. Its object, of course, is to extend the period of 
summer time by substituting the first Sunday in April and 
the first Sunday in October for the third Sunday in April and 
the third Sunday in September as the dates for the annual 
commencement and termination of Summer Time. Obviously, 
this increases the duration of Summer Time from five months 
to six months. This is not in itself a very great extension, but 
it hits hard farmers and farm labourers, already inconvenienced 
by Summer Time, and therefore there has been some vigorous 
opposition in the House of Commons chiefly coming from 
members who represent rural constituencies. Lawyers as a 
class have no decided opinion either for or against the measure ; 
like the rest of the House they seem for the most part to 
accept the views of their constituents as their guide in their 
attitude to the Bill. This means that lawyers who sit for 
rural seats mostly oppose it; those who sit for urban seats 
mostly support it. The opposition to the measure is at present 
led by a distinguished Unionist lawyer, Sir Henry CANTLEY, 
K.C., who represents in the House the semi-rural semi- 
residential home county area of East Grinstead. 


For some time past the Public Health Bill has been blocked on 
Fridays by measures of various kinds, 


The New including the Allotments Bill. But these 
Public Health obstacles seem now to be in the course of 


Bill. removal, and there seems a fair chance of 

the passing into law of this important 
measure, which is backed by members of all parties and has 
the support of the Ministry of Health. All the provisions in 
the Bill are founded on provisions in local Acts, and it is 
designed to give such powers generally to the local authorities. 
The Local Legislation Committee has constantly called 
attention to the necessity of a general Act of this kind. One 
provision of the Bill enables a local authority to lay out and 
maintain as a grass margin or to plant with trees or shrubs 
any part of a street repairable by it. Another clause is 
directed at obstructions to the view of drivers of vehicles 
at street corners, and enables the local authority to prescribe 
the height above which boundary walls, fences, and hoardings 
shall not be erected. 
This Bill was introduced by Lord Eustace Percy a fortnight ago 

and a second reading is expected by Easter. 
The Teachers’ The Bill is an urgent one, as the present 
Superannuation temporary scheme of superannuation will 
Bill. expire in Scotland at the end of July, and 

in England at the end of March of next year. 
The new Bill is based in the main on the recommendations of 
Lord Emmott’s Committee, which reported in 1923. The 
new Bill applies only to England, but it will be followed 
immediately by a separate measure for Scotland. 

Maona Carta. 





A Conveyancer’s Diary. 


The question what attitude conveyancers ought to take toward 
this new legislation has ceased to be a 
Conveyancers matter of public spirit, and has become one 
and the present of self-interest. It may be asked whether 
Consolidation _it is wise to remain apathetic and to post- 
Bills. pone, as many still intend to do, the study 
of these Bills until they come into opera- 
tion. There are two reasons why such a delay is to 
be deprecated. First, the bulk of printed matter which 
must be perused will render it a formidable task to advise on 
any point of law affected by the new Acts if the practitioner 
has put off the study of the Acts until 1926. Secondly, some 
of the proposed alterations of the law may affect the advice 
to be given to clients before the Ist January, 1926, and even 
in some cases the wording of documents to be executed before 
that date. It is not proposed to mention all such alterations, 
but a few instances may be useful. 
Under the present law a tenant for life has no power to effect 
improvements at the expense of the settled 
Mortgages estate unless there is capital money arising 
for under the Settled Land Acts. In 1926 the 
Improvements. tenant for life will be able to mortgage the 
settled land for the purpose of paying for an 
improvement: Settled Land (Consolidation) Bill, cl. 71, 
sub-cl. (1) (ii). Obviously it would be wrong simply to inform 
a tenant for life that he cannot pay for a proposed improve- 
ment by means of a mortgage without telling him that he will 
be able to do so on the Ist January, 1926, if the present Bill is 
passed. The client would, if left in ignorance of the new 
Settled Land Law abandon his project ; whereas if properly 
advised he might merely postpone it. 
A similar point may be mentioned in connection with covenants 
restraining the user of land. It may make 


Release of all the difference to a client who is doubtful 
Restrictive as to the purchase of land subject to 
Covenants. restrictive covenants or as to selling land so 


subject, to know that cl. 84 of the Law of 
Property (Consolidation) Bill (replacing s. 90 of the Act of 1922) 
affords machinery by which in certain cases restrictive 
covenants may be discharged or modified by a new tribunal 
set up by the Act. An intending purchaser might be more 
willing to buy if he knew that there was a reasonable hope 
of getting rid of the covenants. Or an intending vendor 
might prudently defer selling until he had applied to that 
tribunal to have the covenants discharged. 
Again, it would probably be wrong after the Long Vacation of 

this year to advise the commencement of 


Pariition a partition action, as the desired result 
Actions, after could be obtained very much more inexpen- 
New Year’s sively by waiting until the Ist January, 
Day, 1926. 1926, when the provisions in Part IV of the 


First Schedule of the Law of Property 
(Consolidation) Bill will come into force, enabling land held 
in undivided shares to be sold without the costly (and some 
times slow) machinery of a partition action. 
In drafting a will which, though made before 1st January, 

1926, must, if the testator lives till that date, 
Drafting and does not revoke it, come into operation 
Wills before after the commencement of the Admini- 
1926. stration of Estates (Consolidation) Bill, it 

should be remembered that any reference 
to the “ Statutes of Distribution” or the “ statutory next- 
of-kin ”’ will be construed as references to Part IV of that 
Act, and that the persons who will take will not necessarily be 
the persons who would take under the present law. The class 
of next-of-kin will be greatly restricted under the new law ; 
for instance, second cousins will not take, and if a man dies 
intestate leaving only second cousins the Crown will take. 

W. F. Wesster. 
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CASES OF HILARY SITTINGS. 


Court of Appeal. 


Northern Theatres Limited »v. Shillito. 
No. 1. 3rd March. 

LocAL GOVERNMENT—WATER Suprpty From Loca. 
AUTHORITY—THEATRE—ASSESSMENT UPON Gross RENTAL 
—PrivaTeE DweELLING-HouSsE—WaATER FOR DomgEsTIC 
Purroses—SuppLy AccorDING TO AGREEMENT—WATER- 
worKs CLauses Act, 1847, s. 53—Hairax Improve- 
MENTS Act, 1853, ss. 59, 63. 


A theatre, where the consumption of water was very small in 
comparison with its high assessment for rating purposes, was 
held entitled to be supplied with water by a local authority under 
a section in the local Act, which permits the supply of the water 
as for trading purposes, and by agreement between the parties. 
The local authority was held not entitled to charge the theatre 
on the basis of tts assessment to rating, under a section which 
provides for the supply to private dwelling-houses or for domestic 
purposes . 


Appeal from a decision of the Divisional Court (Lord Hewart, 
C.J., Avory and Salter, JJ.), upon a case stated by the Halifax 
justices. By s. 59 of the Halifax Improvements Act, 1853, 
the Halifax Corporation was required to furnish a sufficient 
supply of water for domestic purposes at certain rates, based 
on rental values: (a) At the request of the owner or occupier 
of any private dwelling-house . . . in any street within the 
borough in which any water main of the corporation from time 
to time is laid; (b) On the application of any person who, 
under the provisions of the Act, is entitled to demand a supply 
of water within the borough for domestic purposes. By s. 63, 
the corporation “may” supply any person with water for 
other than domestic purposes “ upon such terms and conditions 
as may be agreed on between the corporation and the persons 
desirous of having the supply.” The appellants were assessed 
to water rate in respect of their two theatres in Halifax, upon 
the basis of their rental values, as in the case of private houses. 
They contended that their consumption of water was very 
small in comparison with those values, and the ordinary user 
of water by private houses, and that they ought to be assessed 
by agreement under s. 63, according to the amount of water 
used. The respondent, the collector of water charges for the 
corporation, summoned the appellants for non-payment 
of the assessment, and the justices ordered them to pay. 
Upon appeal, the Divisional Court affirmed that order, and 
the appellants appealed. The court allowed the appeal. 

Pottock, M.R., said that the theatres were not “ private 
dwelling-houses within s-s. (a) of s. 59 of the Halifax Improve- 
ments Act. It was not easy to see who were the persons 
indicated under (4), unless it were persons referred to in ss. 44 
and 53 of the Waterworks Clauses Act, 1847, which was 
incorporated in the Halifax Act by s. 16 of the latter. In 
Cooke v. New River Co., 38 Ch. D. 56, there was a dictum 
by Lindley, L.J., indicating that everything was a dwelling- 
house which was a house, in which water was required for 
domestic purposes, or for any other purpose for which rates 
were fixed. But, in his (the Master of the Roll’s) view, the 
theatres were not private dwelling-houses within s. 59 (a), 
and the owners were not persons entitled to demand a supply 
of water within s. 59 (b), but the owners were persons to 
whom the Corporation might supply water upon agreed 
conditions within s. 63. 

Scrutton and Sareant, L.JJ., delivered judgments to the 
same effect. 

CounseL: C. F. Lowenthal ; Cave, K.C., and Willoughby 
Jardine. Souicrrors: Halliwell, Hailey and LEvershed ; 
for Jubb, Booth & Halliwell, Halifax ; Percy Saunders, Town 
Clerk, Halifax. 

[Reported by G. T. Wairrigip-Hares, Barrister-at-Law.) 





Knight v. Knight. No.1. 26th March. 


Costs—UNsuccEssFUL PLAINTIFF ENTITLED TO SuM_ IN 
Court—PayMEnT Out Ser Orr AGAinst DEFENDANT'S 
Costs OF THE ACTION—CHARGING ORDER OBTAINED BY 
PLAINTIFF'S SOLICITOR AGAINST BALANCE—SUBSEQUENT 
UnsuccessFUL APPEAL BY PLAINTIFF—DEFENDANT’S Costs 
OF THE ApPEAL—PRIORITY OF CHARGING ORDER—SOLICI- 
Tors Act, 1860, s. 283—RuLES OF THE SUPREME CouRT, 
Ord. 22 (6) (c). 


Where a fund in court due to an unsuccessful plaintiff was 
liable for set-off of the costs of the successful defendant, a charging 
order against the balance obtained by the plaintiff's solicitor 
under s. 28 of the Solicitors Act, 1860, was held to be entitled 
to priority in respect of that balance over the subsequently incurred 
costs of the defendant by reason of the plaintiff’s unsuccessful 
appeal. 


Application by a respondent for an order in respect of her 
costs of appeal. The action under the above title was dismissed 
by Romer, J., in December, 1924, the facts being of no legal 
interest. The defendant admitted that the sum of £1,008 was 
due to the plaintiff, and had paid that sum into court, and 
an order was made in the action that payment out of that 
sum to the plaintiff should only be made subject to payment 
thereout to the defendant of her costs of the action. In 
February, 1925, the plaintiff’s solicitor obtained a charging 
order against the balance of the sum under s. 28 of the 
Solicitors Act, 1860, as property “recovered or preserved ” 
for the plaintiff. The plaintiff appealed unsuccessfully, and 
at the close of the appeal the respondent asked the court to 
make an order that her costs of the appeal should be added 
to her costs of the action, to the intent that the total should 
be set off against the sum in court, as a first charge upon that 
sum. The court refused the application. 


Po.ocK, M.R., said it had been decided by Younger, J., in 
Puddephat v. Leith, No. 2, 60 Sou. J. 568; 1916, 2 Ch. 168, 
that set-off might arise not only in one action, but in matters 
in two proceedings, if those two proceedings could properly 
have been brought in one action, and he followed Reid v. 
Capper, 59 Sox. J. 144; 1915, 2 K.B. 147. But the court 
were asked to make an order that the costs of the appeal 
should be included in the set-off, and he (Pollock, M.R.) could 
not assent to the view that there was a general right of set-off 
in such cases, though such an order was frequently made. 
The rights of the plaintiff’s solicitor had accrued and become 
“crystallised ’’ when he obtained the charging order over the 
balance, and, further, the defendant's solicitor had yot applied 
to the court, as he might have done, for security for the 
further costs. It seemed to him (Pollock, M.R.) that the costs 
of the appeal in such a case stood uc ™,a different footing to 
the costs of the action. It had been urged for the respondent 
that by Ord. 22, r. 6 (c), the respondent was entitled to this 
sum in court, but by the rule the payment out of a sum in 
court was subject to the order of the judge. It was really a 
matter of discretion for the court, and in that discretion the 
order asked for would not be made. 

Arkin, L.J., delivered judgment to the like effect, and 
SarGAntT, L.J., concurred. 

CounseL: Hughes, K.C., and W. A. Barton, for the applicant 
(the respondent); Charles Harman, for the appellant’s 
solicitor. 

Souicrrors: E. J. Mote for Carter & Fisher, Torquay ; 
C. J. Pitman for J. Hall Wright, Birmingham. 

[Reported by G. T. WurrrieLD Hayes, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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° “Se 
High Court—Chancery Division 
In re Jones-Jobhnson v. Attorney-General. Eve, J. March 23. 
Witt—No Next-or-Kin—CROwWN TAKING AS BONA VACANTIA 

—Executors Act, 1830. 

By his will a testator appointed the plaintiff and his (the 
testator’s) wife executors, and gave all his estate to his wife 
absolutely. His wife predeceased the testator, who left no heir 
or next-of-kin. Held, that the Crown took as bona vacantia. 

By his will, dated 17th January, 1913, the testator appointed 
the plaintiff and his (the testator’s) wife executors, and gave 
all his estate to his wife absolutely. His wife predeceased 
the testator, who died on 30th December, 1920, without 
leaving either heir or next of kin. The will was proved by 
the plaintiff as surviving executor, and the question now 
raised by this summons was whether the executor was bene- 
ficially entitled to the personal estate, or whether it passed 
to the Crown as bona vacantia. It was admitted that the 
real estate passed to the Crown. 

Eve, J., in a reserved judgment, said that the Executors 
Act 1830, which made executors of undisposed of personalty 
trustees thereof for the next of kin, had no application to 
cases like the present, where there were no next of kin, and the 
question here raised must be decided according to the law, 
apart from that statute. According to Lord Macnaghten, 
a very clear statement of the law was to be found in Mapp 
v. Elcock, 2 Ph. 793, 796. The first point to consider here 
was whether there was anything in the will indicative of 
an intention by the testator that the executor was not to 
take beneficially. Obviously there was. The residue was 
destined for Maria Jones, and the fact that the bequest 
lapsed by reason of her death in the testator’s lifetime could 
not alter the intent. Authority for this proposition was to 
be found in Bennet v. Batchelor, 3 Bro. C.C. 28, and Bishop 
of Cloyne v. Young, 2 Ves. sen. 91. In the former of these 
cases Lord Chancellor Thurlow said, ‘‘ Wherever the testator 
has by the same instrument by which he appoints executors, 
given everything away from them to a stranger, that must 
show that he meant them only to take as trustees,” and 
in the latter case Lord Hardwicke said, “ This residuary 
clause shows an intent to dispose of it in some other manner 
so that it cannot go to the executor, as that would be contrary 
to the intent.”” The result was that the executor was made 
a trustee, not a beneficiary, and so remained. The plaintiff 
was therefore a trustee, and on failure of a cestui que trust 
the beneficial interest vested in the Crown as bona vacantia. 
In so deciding he did not think he was raising any implied 
trust in favour of the Crown. The character of trustee was 
affixed to the executor by the will, and was not altered by the 
accident that there was no cestwi que trust to take beneficially. 

CounseL: Stafford Crossman; Dighton Pollock. Sousct- 
rors: Hedley, Norris & Co., for George John Hobbs, Bristol ; 
Solicitor to the Treasury. 

{Reported by 8. E. WILLIAMS, Barrister-at-Law.] 








Cases in Brief. 


— Gangestes <6 Seman) { —- cay 
v. Late. Mr. ’ 


| 11th March. 

Revenue—Income Tax—Tue Income Tax Act, 
ScuEDULE E—Sa.artep Income or Menvicat OFrFIctaAL— 
DEDUCTIONS FOR EXPENSES—SUBSCRIPTIONS TO -MEDICAL 
Societies NoT DEDUCTIBLE IN ARRIVING AT ASSESSMENT. 


1918, 


Where a medical practitioner, in order to keep himself in touch 
with the latest medical knowledge for professional purposes, is a 
member of several medical societies, his subscriptions to those 
societies are not expenses wholly and necessarily incurred for 
the purpose of which he is entitled to deduct from his salary for 
the purpose of assessment under Schedule E of the Income Tax 
Aats. 





Facrs.—Case stated by the Commissioners for Special 
Purposes under the Income Tax Acts. Dr. John Tate, county 
medical officer to the Middlesex C.C., was assessed to income 
tax in the sum of £1,337 for the year ended 5th April, 1924, 
in respect of his salary as the county medical officer. It 
should be noted that the assessment was in respect of annual 
salary under Schedule E of the Income Tax Act, 1918, not in 
respect of the three years’ average of professional earnings under 
Schedule D of the same Act. During the fiscal year in dispute 
the respondent paid subscriptions amounting to £8 6s. 8d. to 
various medical societies. He was not compelled to join these 
societies as a condition of holding his office and earning his 
salary. Nor was it essential that he should be a member in 
order to perform his professional duties in such a way as to 
retain his office. But the respondent claimed that the sums 
so expended were in fact expended by him “ wholly, exclu- 
sively, and necessarily ” in the course of performing his duties 
as medical officer efficiently. Therefore he claimed to deduct 
these subscriptions from the given amount of his salary in 
arriving at the net taxable income. 

Grounds of fact on which respondent’s claim was based. 
(a) He joined the Royal Society of Medicine in order to have 
the benefit of the meetings of the epidemiological branch of 
the society, and to obtain the transactions published by that 
branch ; (b) the Royal Society of Medicine included a section 
dealing with infectious diseases, a subject of the greatest 
importance to county medical officers; (c) the Society of 
Medical Officers published a journal dealing with public health 
matters, and took an active interest in questions affecting the 
status and salaries of public health officers; (d) he became a 
Fellow of the Royal Institute of Public Health in order to get 
their journal which contained articles on matters relating to 
public health ; (e) he became a member of the Association of 
County Medical Officers of Health to enable him to ascertain 
how similar work was carried on throughout England; (/) 
membership of the above societies was voluntary on the part 
of the respondent and was not required as a condition of his 
appointment ,but it was customary fer county medical officers 
to be members of those societies ; (g) without the journals and 
meetings of the societies the respondent would have had great 
difficulty in keeping in touch with all recent advances in 
sanitary science and the medical questions affecting public 
health, and in many instances would have been unable to obtain 
the knowledge. The knowledge so obtained by the respondent 
enabled him to perform his duties with increased efficiency. 

Deciston.—Mr. Justice Rowlatt delivered judgment to the 
following effect, disallowing the decision of the Special Com- 
missioner which had allowed the deductions and against which 
the Crown had appealed. If the conclusion was a question of 
fact there was no evidence to support it. Certain expenses 
were allowed to an office-holder. But an office-holder, as he 
understood the position, was a person who was obliged to 
quality for his office, who had to get to the place where his 
duties were carried out, and who was allowed certain expenses 
in performing them. The respondent had first to qualify 
himself before taking up his office, and he continually and very 
properly kept himself fit by continuing in touch with the 
highest knowledge his profession had reached. But he did 
not join the societies for the purpose of treating patients, but 
for the purpose of keeping himself qualified as a man to hold 
his office. The whole question was a matter of principle. 
Subscriptions to professional societies, and the buying of 
professional literature, and all the expenses involved in keeping 
a man fit for the work he was doing could not be allowed. 
Otherwise any man belonging to any profession could deduct 
all such expenses and there would be no end to it. The 
principle was quite clear and none of the expenses incurred by 
the respondent could be deducted. The appeal would be 
allowed with costs. 

CounseL: for the Crown, The Solicitor-General, Hills; 
for the Respondent, Stamp. 

Sorterrors : Solicitor to the Inland Revenue ; Hampsons. 
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{ High Court of Justice, K.B.D., 
The Lord Chief Justice. 
| 3rd March. 


PracticeE—Mopr or ENTERING JUDGMENT—ACTION FOR 
LIBEL AND SLANDER—DEFENDANT Pays 100 GuINEAS INTO 
Court on Eacu CLtaim—Jury Awarp PLarintirr £200 
DamaGes ON Boru Issurs—JuRY UNABLE TO APPORTION 
DAMAGES BETWEEN THE Torts—NEW TRIAL ORDERED. 


Weber v. Birkett. 


In an action for two torts, a libel and a slander, where the 
defendant paid into court 100 guineas in respect of each claim, 
and where the jury awarded the plaintiff £200 on the combined 
claims, but were unable to discriminate between the slander and the 


libel : 


Held, that in substance there was no finding of a verdict by 
the jury, which must be taken to have disagreed, and must be 
discharged with a view to a re-trial of the issue. 

Facts.—These sufficiently appear in the headnote. 

Cases quoted :— 

Eli v. Desilve, 16 Q.B.D. 521 ; 
Gisborne v. Hart, 5 M. & W. 50; 
Bourke v. Lloyd, 10 M. & W. 550, per Lord Abinger, at 

p. 552; 

Kilburn v. Kilburn, 13 M. & W. 671, per Chief Baron 

Pollock, at p. 674. 

Hunt v. Hunt, 5 Dowling 442. 
Stonehouse v. Farrar, 6 Q. B. 730. 


Decision.—The Lord Chief Justice delivered the following 
judgment: In this case there is rather an unusual question. 
The plaintiff sued the defendant in one and the same action 
for damages for slander and also for damages for libel. The 
slander was uttered by the defendant on 6th February, 1924, 
and the libel was published at the instigation of the defendant 
in a newspaper dated 7th February, 1924. There were, 
accordingly, two quite separate and distinct causes of action 
referred to in the writ and in the’statement of claim. The 
defendant, by his defence, pleaded an apology, and paid into 
court the sum of 100 guineas in respect of the slander and a 
further sum of 100 guineas in respect of the libel, and said that 
those sums were sufficient to satisfy the plaintiff's claims 
respectively. The evidence in the case having been given, 
the members of the jury were asked by counsel on both sides 
and were directed by him (his lordship) to find two separate 
sums of damages—one in respect of the slander and the other 
in respect of the libel. The jury, however, found one single 
sum, and said, and reiterated, that they were unable to dis- 
criminate. He asked them whether, by that statement, they 
meant that, in their opinion, the sum of £200 ought to be 
equally divided—£100 being the damages in respect of the 
slander and the other £100 being damages in respect of the libel. 
They answered: No; that that was not what they meant ; 
what they meant was that they could not discriminate, and 
could not assess a separate sum in respect of each cause of 
action. The question was, what was the appropriate judg- 
ment here? And that involved the more fundamental 
question, Could there be in these circumstances a judgment at 
all? There was abundant authority which showed that where 
a cause, On issues joined, was referred to an arbitrator, and the 
costs of the cause were to abide the event, the word “ event ”’ 
being construed distributively, it was necessary for the 
arbitrator to determine each issue, and that if any issue was 
left undetermined the award was bad, and would either be set 
aside or remitted. Here there were two quite separate and 
distinct issues. The first was whether 100 guineas was, or was 
not, sufficient to satisfy the claim in respect of the slander, and 
the second was whether the sum of 100 guineas was, or was not, 
sufficient to satisfy the claim in respect of the libel; and a 
verdict on each of those issues was necessary, in his opinion, 
in order that the proper judgment might be entered and the 





liability for costs determined. The jury, he thought, in 
substance, said that they were unable to agree on either of 
those issues, and their finding in favour of the plaintiff for 
£200 in all was not, in his opinion, a valid verdict. The effect 
seemed to him to be the same as if the jury had said that they 
were unable to agree upon a verdict. It was true, no doubt, 
that the jury were entitled in a proper case to return what 
was called a general verdict, but that meant a verdict covering 
the whole extent of the genus... It did not mean mixing up one 
genus with a different genus, and that, he thought, was what 
really had been done here. It was urged that, at any rate, 
there might be and ought to be in this case, as the matter 
stood, judgment for the plaintiff for an injunction, but in his 
opinion, regard being had to all the circumstances of the case, 
it was not one in which an injunction should be granted, and 
he would be sorry to fasten upon a claim for an injunction as a 
mode of cutting the Gordian knot which the finding of the jury 
had created. It followed that this so-called verdict was not a 
verdict. The jury had disagreed, and the case, therefore, 
must be re-entered, if that was desired. 

CouNnsEL: For the plaintiff, Charles, K.C., and F. Hinde ; 
for the defendants, Sir Henry Maddocks, K.C.,and Henn Collins. 

Soricirors: Bentley & Jenkins, agents for R. Thurlow 
Baker, of Southend-on-Sea ; Cunliffe, Blake and Mossman, 
agents for T'olhursts & Cozens, of Southend-on-Sea. 








Cases of Last Week—Summary. 


It is so very seldom the House of Lords has had occasion to 
find in favour of a Commoner claiming a 


The Dukedom dukedom that a brief reference to the 
of Somerset. Dukedom of Somerset Case is necessary. 
House of Here Brigadier-General Sir Epwarp 


Lords. Seymour claimed the Dukedom of Somerset 
25th March. and asked for an order of the House direct- 

ing the issue of a Writ of Summons to 
the House in his name. The Committee for Privileges, 
which is the constitutional tribunal for such cases, 
consisted of Lord DonovegHmorE (Chairman), with Lords 
CLARENDON, Hytton, RIpDESDALE, ATKINSON, SUMNER, 
Wrensury, and Askwito. The Committee has reported 
to the House in favour of the claim. The decision of the 
Committee was announced by Lord SumNEr, who read the 
opinions of their lordships.. -, 

The Petitioner's claim depended upon the validity of the 
marriage of his ancester, Colonel Francis Compron SEYMouR, 
with Leonora Hupson, who was formerly the wife of Joun 
Hupson. The substantial question at issue was whether 
Leonora’s first husband, Joun Hupson, was dead or alive 
at the date of her second marriage to Colonel Seymour ; 
obviously in the latter case the marriage to Seymour would 
be invalid and the claims of his descendants would go by the 
board. There was a tradition current in the Seymour family 
that Joun Hupson, who had gone to India some years before 
the re-marriage of his putative widow, and was there reported 
to have died and been buried at Calcutta, has been falsely 
rumoured to be dead and, in fact, died in England some years 
after that re-marriage. In favour of this tradition was the 
fact that apparently the ducal family were not at that time 
sufficiently satisfied of the validity of Leonora’s second mar- 
riage to treat her offspring as legitimate relatives, and that a 
person styled “ Joun Hupson” was buried shortly after 
this date in the vault of an English parish church in such 
circumstances as would have been consistent with his identity 
with the missing Jonn Hupson. Against this, however, 
was direct evidence that a Jounn Hupson, apparently identical 
with Leonora’s husband, had actually been buried in Calcutta 
prior to the re-marriage. 
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The problem before the Committee consisted chiefly of the 
attempt to sift and weigh the evidence in favour of either 
theory of Joun Hupson’s death, and to draw the proper 
inferences of fact therefrom. These probabilities had to be 
considered in the light of the familiar maxim of evidence : 
Omnia praesumuntur rite facta esse. Primé facie, a ceremony 
of marriage entered into between two parties with all due 
publicity and solemnity, must be presumed to be valid in the 
absence of strong positive evidence to the contrary. Mere 
negative evidence or suggestions as to probabilities are not 
enough. The maxim, Probata not Probabilia cogunt judicium, 
applies to such cases. For these reasons the Committee of 
Privileges held that the marriage of LEoNoRA must be deemed 
valid. Since the claimant's descent from Leonora was clearly 
trac ed, and since no ¢ laims of persons nearer in propinguity, 
to the common ancestor were asserted or otherwise appeared 
before the Committee, a report in his favour was duly made. 


This is almost a unique case, namely a decree of judicial 
separation granted to a husband against 
Atkinson ». his wife. Here the wife petitioned for a 


Atkinson. decree for restitution of conjugal rights 
Mr. Justice against her husband, who counter-petitioned 
Horridge. for a judicial separation on the ground of 
25th March. the wife's cruelty. Acts of the following 


kinds on the part of the wife were alleged 
in evidence against her by the husband, and accepted by the 
(1) Assaults by 
the wife on her husband; (2) demands for money from him 
accompanied by violent abuse and threats to murder or ruin 
him; (3) a threat on the part of the wife to throw herself 
over a precipice, after his discovery of a letter to the person 
to which he objected, and frequent threats thereafter that she 
would leave him (4) abusive language addressed to him on 
his return from service in the war, accompanied by a statement 
that she wished he had never come back: (5) his health had 
suffered so seriously as the result of her conduct that he was 
afraid to live again with her. A decree of iudicial separation 
was made in favour of the husband, and by consent an order 
for £2 a week alimony in favour of the wife in addition to the 
income from certain investments was embodied in the decree. 


learned judge as evidence of cruelty : 


This was a motion for an injunction to retrain the defendant 
company from infringing the copyright of 


Osborne ». the plaintiff in any of the works of Ropertr 
J. M. Dent & Louts STEVENSON by reproducing or pub- 
Son, Ltd. lishing any one, two or more of such works 
Mr. Justice in single volume form except on payment 
Romer. to the plaintiff of a royalty at the rate of 
26th March. 10 per cent. of the published price of the 


volume in the case of each of the works it 
contained. The plaintiff was the owner of the copyright in 
the works of Roserr Louis STEVENSON. 

The question at issue turned on the construction of s. 3 
of the Copyright Act, 1911, which is in the following terms, 
so far as relevant: The term for which copyright “ shall 
subsist, except as otherwise expressly provided by the Act, 
be the life of the author and a period of 50 years after his death : 
provided that at any time after the expiration of 25 years, 
or in the case of a work in which copyright subsists at the 
passing of this Act 30 years, from the death of the author 
of a published work, copyright in the work shall not be deemed 
to be infringed by the reproduction of the work for sale if the 
person reproducing the work proves that he has given the 
prescribed notice in writing of his intention to reproduce the 
work, and that he has paid in the prescribed manner, to, or for 
the benefit of, the owner of the copyright royalties in respect 
of all copies of the work sold by him calculated at the rate of 
10 per cent. on the price at which he publishes the work ; 
and, for the purposes of this proviso, the Board of Trade may 
make regulations prescribing the mode in which notices are 





to be given, and the particulars to be given in such notices, 
and the mode, time, and frequency of the payment of royalties, 
including (if they think fit) regulations requiring payment in 
advance or otherwise securing the payment of royalties.” 
The period referred to in the proviso, quoted above, had now 
expired, and the defendant company now proposed to publish 
certain works of RopErt Louis STEVENSON in six volumes. 
The question therefore arose, whether under the term of the 
proviso, the defendants were at liberty to publish more than 
one separate work in one separate volume. They propose to 
incorporate ‘‘ Treasure Island” and “ Kidnapped” in one 
volume, and to make similar, arrangement of the author’s 
work. Notice of the defendants’ intentions had been given 
to the owner of the copyright in the manner prescribed by 
s. 3, supra, and he had taken objection to the course proposed. 

In referring the motion for an injunction Mr. Justice Romer 
said that, if the plaintiff’s contention, was correct, this proves 
that s. 3 was useless and might just as well have been omitted 
from the Act. It would completely prevent the republication 
as contemplated by the provision of any works which consisted 
chiefly of short stories and essays, as was the case here, He 
refused to place this interpretation upon the section unless 
no other construction of the provison was possible. But it 
would be continued in a manner favourable to the public 
interest, and therefore the motion failed. 


In this case Mr. Justice Rowxatr heard a claim, for a loss 
under an insurance policy, brought by the 


Johnson & plaintiffs, a firm of motor engineers and 
Perrott, Ltd. garage proprietors in Cork, against the 
v. Holmes. defendant, an underwriting member of 


Mr. Justice Lloyds. The policy which was dated 
Rowlatt. 17th March, 1922, insured a Cadillac motor 
27th March. car belonging to the plaintiffs for £650 to 

cover the risk [inter alia] of loss or damage 
by riot and civil commotion (including damage by military or 
police unless they were acting under military or police 
authority) as well as robbery by violence not covered under 
ordinary tariff burglary policies, while the car was anywhere 
in Ireland, from 9th March to 9th September, 1921. The car 
was in fact taken from the garage in Cork on 10th April, 1922, 
by armed and disguised men. It was alleged that the men 
were in fact members of the Irish Republican Army at that 
date a lawful body organised by the Irish Free State, and 
therefore entitled to officially requisition the car, if they had 
taken the proper steps to do so, in which case their act would 
have been done under “ military or police authority,” so as 
to disentitle the owner to recover for the loss under the terms 
of the policy. Mr. Justice Row.arr refused to treat an act of 
spoliation as done under “ military or police authority ” 
merely because it might have been so done if the (presumed) 
captors of the car had known their legal rights. He therefore 
found in favour of the plaintiffs’ claim. 


This was a motion for an interim injunction, prayed for by the 

owner of a farm in Lancashire against the 
Reddaway ». Lancashire County Council, who proposed 
Lancashire to acquire it in virtue of their compulsory 
County Council. powers under the Small Holdings and 


Mr. Justice Allotments Acts, 1908 to 1919, and under 
Romer. an order purporting to do so dated 19th Nov- 
27th March. ember, 1924, made by the County Council and 


confirmed by the Board of Agriculture. The 
plaintiff claimed that the County Council had not attempted 
to obtain the land by negotiations before making an order, 
and therefore had not satisfied the conditions precedent to the 
making of an order under the Act; therefore the order was 
invalid. The defendants claimed that, as the order had been 
confirmed by the Board of Agriculture, its validity could not 
now be contested. Mr. Justice Romer held that, under 
s. 30 of the Act of 1908, this contention was well-founded, and 
refused an injunction. 
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In this case Mr. Justice Frvay heard a claim by the Controller 
of the Clearing Houses, as statutory 


The Controller custodian under the Treaty of Versailles of 
of the Clearing moneys found due to alien enemies by the 
Office v. Weir British and German Clearing Houses, for 
& Co. payment to him of debts found proved 
Mr. Justice against the defendants under four joint 
Finlay. decisions of the British and German Clearing 
27th March. Houses. Under para. 22 of the Annex to 


s. iI, Part X, of the Treaty of Versailles, 
such sums vest in the Controller, for distribution amongst 
English Creditors of enemy alien debtors in the way provided 
by the Annex and the Orders made thereunder. An appeal 
from the decision of the Clearing House lies to the Mixed 
Arbitral Tribunal. In this case the defendants had not 
appea!ed in the prescribed way to the Mixed Arbitral Tribunal 
but now endeavoured to set up their defence as a plea in the 
action. Mr. Justice Frytay he'd that. in the absence of an 
appeal in the proper way, the joint decisions of the Clearing 
Houses operated as an estoppel to the defence set up, und could 
not be reviewed in an ordinary action. He therefore gave 
judgment for the plaintiffs, with costs. 








The Solicitors’ Bookshelf. 


Fraser’s Libel and Slander. Sixth Edition. By A. P. 
Facutri, Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 35s. net. 
Mr. Justice Fraser’s work on Libel and Slander is one of 

three English text-books which have an acknowledged primacy 

of authority within the limits of their subject; the other 
two are the works of Mr. Gatley and of the late Dr. Blake 

Odgers. In 1893, when the first edition of “‘ Fraser ” appeared, 

the expressed aim of its author was to set out the iaw con- 

cisely. This is the sort of aim which tends to vanish as 

& book acquires popularity ; it rushes through a succession 

of editions, each of which grows larger than its predecessor ; 

8 desire for completeness replaces the struggle to attain 

conciseness ; and in course of time the book becomes of the 

ordinary size of other similar text-books. Such, of course, 
has tended to be the fate of ‘‘ Fraser,” which in its sixth 
edition contains over 600 pages. But so far as conciseness 
is attainable under a somewhat altered scope of the work, 
which can only be in the brevity and lucidity with which 
propositions are stated, this new edition still serves its old 
purpose. 
Auditing. By 
F.C.A. 


A Practical Manual for Auditors. 
Professor Lawrence R. Dickser, M. Com., 
Thirteenth Edition. Gee & Co. 21s. net. 

There are at least two standard treatises on Auditing in 
the English language ; of these one is “ Pixley” and one is 
“ Dicksee.”” The prestige of the latter work, always high, has 
been still further enhanced by the recent selection of its 
author for the high academic distinction of the Sir Ernest 
Cassel Professorship of Accountancy in the University of 
London. This is a new appointment created since the war, 
an endowed chair in the Faculty of Commerce of the 
University ; its creation shows the growing appreciation by 
the academic world of the importance of the accountant and 
auditor in every-day affairs. 


Willis’ Workmen’s Compensation Acts, 1906-1924. Twenty- 
third Edition. Butterworth & Co. 

It is not necessary to do more than mention that a new 
edition of ‘ Willis” is out, Practitioners know the great 
merits of this book so well that commendation of it by a 
reviewer is little better than an impertinence. It is only 
necessary to say that this twenty-third edition incorporates 
decisions of the Appellate Tribunal down to New Year’s Day, 
1925, It is therefore as up-to-date as is reasonably possible, 





Correspondence. 
Engrossing Deeds—Ink. 


Sir,—The letter of Mr. Arthur T. Cummings in your issue 
of Saturday last raises a point which is of great importance 
in conveyancing offices. 

For some reason the inks which are now being sold are 
greatly inferior to those which were used a century or more 
ago. For some years past I have been unable to obtain a 
satisfactory ink in my own office. I have seen many deeds 
engrossed within four years in which the ink has faded so 
that the writing is almost undecipherable. On the other hand, 
[ have recently had occasion to refer to many old deeds 
engrossed over 100 years ago in which the ink has not faded 
appreciably, 
~ The Court of the City of London Solicitors’ Company are 
to be thanked for opening up this question. 

Txos. B. R. Witson. 
31st March. 


Law of Property Acts. 

Sir,—The Law Society are to be commended on their 
endeavour to establish classes for the purpose of expounding 
the changes of law brought about by these Acts to solicitors. 
I notice in your issue last week that you are concerned—and 
properly so—as to what will be done for the assistance of 
those who will be mainly responsible for the working of the 
Acts—i.e., managing clerks. May I remind you that for some 
years past the members gf this Association have been con- 
ducting classes at the Law Courts for the benefit of junior 
clerks, and that both this winter and last the new Law of 
Property Acts were dealt with. 

A proposal is now under active discussion for the formation 
of a class this autumn for managing clerks. This class will 
be conducted by managing clerks who have had conveyancing 
and equity experience and who have made a study of the Acts. 

At the moment this proposal is confined to London members 
of the Association, but we hope to be able to do something 
for our members through the medium of our 
‘* Gazette.” 

Further information may be obtained on application to the 
Hon. Secretary, Mr. EB. G. Tindall. 

Witiiam F, GILLHaM, 
President. 


country 


The Solicitors’ Managing Clerks’ .Asgociation. 
31st March. 


New Law of Property. 

Sir,—I think it will be found that ‘* Mertonensfs ”’ is right, 
and that great confusion will follow in the train of the 
Birkenhead legislation. It is the old story, the ton of 
theory at Westminster as opposed to the ounce of practice of 
the working conveyancer elsewhere. I do not suppose the 
author ever had anything to do (professionally) with a sale 
or purchase of an acre of land. 

As stated in the article on the Acts in your issue of the 
2lst March, and as “ Mertonensis” suggests, there was no 
need for a revolution in real property law. 

I venture to say that property owners and dealers in land 
(who never asked for so drastic a change) will groan for many 
a day under the “ simplification” and the “ cheapening ” ; 
the profession, on the one hand, will writhe amid the uncer- 
tainty and confusion, while, on the other, it will have no 
reason te complain of legislation which will inevitably prove 
a small gold mine. 
J. Rowtanp Hopwoop, 


30th March, 
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Law Societies. 
The Law Society’s School of Law. 


All lectures and classes will be held at The Law Society’s 
Hall, Chancery-lane, W.C.2. 

The Principal and Vice-Principal will be in their room at 
the Society’s Hall on Thursday and Friday, 16th and 
17th April, from 10.30 a.m. to 12.30 p.m., and from 2.30 p.m. 
to 4.30 p.m., for the purpose of seeing students who desire 
to enter for the lectures or classes of the term. It is parti- 
cularly requested that all such students will make a point 
of calling during the above hours, or, if they are unable to call, 
will write to the Vice-Principal, giving full particulars of 
their requirements. 

The Vice-Principal will also be in his room every Tuesday 
and Friday during term, from 2 p.m. to 4 p.m., for the purpose 
of being consulted by students. The Principal may be seen 
at these times by appointment. 

STUDENTS’ Rooms. 

The students’ rooms, consisting of luncheon room, common 
room, and smoking room, are open, without subscription, to 
students attending the lectures and classes of the Society, 
including students qualifying under the Exemption Order. 
Tickets of admission can be obtained in the office. They are 
current for six months only, but can be renewed, during the 
currency of the student’s lecture and class fee, on 31st March, 
30th June, 30th September, or 3lst December in any year, 
on production of receipt for class fees. Members can also 
obtained copies of the rules. 

THE INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 

A complete course of lectures and classes (oral and written) 
will be provided every two terms in all the subjects of this 
examination; but students are strongly recommended to 
spread their attendance over four terms (the fee being the same 
in each case), by taking only two subjects a term. 

Students may begin their courses at the commencement of 
any term. 

THE FINAL EXAMINATION, 

A complete course of lectures and classes (oral and written) 
will be provided every three terms in all the subjects of this 
examination; but students are strongly recommended to 
spread their attendance over six terms (the fee being the same 
in each case), by taking only one or two subjects a term. 

Students may begin their courses ut the commencement of 
any term. 

HONOURS CLASSES. 

These classes are specially intended for candidates for the 
honours examination of The Law Society. Holders of a 
certificate of distinction will be allowed to take the honours 
course in the same subject without payment of further fee 
(see ‘* Terminal Examinations ’’ below). 

UNIVERSITY OF LoNDON. LL.B. DEGREE. 

Students can read for the Intermediate Examination 
in Laws of the University of London as external students 
concurrently with their reading for the Solicitors’ Inter- 
mediate. The special composition fee for both courses is £18. 
The lectures and classes for the Solicitors’ Final Examination 
and the Honours Classes will include the main subjects of the 
LL.B. Examinations (Pass and Honours). 

CLass WorK. 

In all the more important subjects, each lecture is sup- 
plemented by a class for informal discussion and individual 
tuition. Students are encouraged to ask questions on the 
lecture, and to bring forward any difficulties which they may 
have encountered in their own reading. 

TERMINAL EXAMINATIONS. 

An examination is held terminally at the end of each course, 
open to all students who have attended that course. No 
results are published; but each candidate’s answers are 
returned marked and_ fully annotated. Correspondence 
students can take the examination either at home or at the 
Society’s Hall. Certificates of distinction are awarded on the 
combined results of the term’s work (including attendance 
at lectures and classes) and the examinations. 

BULLETIN OF RECENT CHANGES IN THE LAW. * 

This is a brief summary of important recent statutes and 
decisions, which is sent each term (free of charge) to every 
student who has been in attendance during the preceding year. 
The student is thus kept in touch with recent changes in the 
law. 

STUDENTSHIPS. 

Three studentships of £40 a year each, tenable for three 
years, are offered for award by the Council in July, 1925. 
Copies of the regulations can be obtained on application, 


—$——_ 


The School of Law Moot. 


A Moot was held on Tuesday, the 24th inst., in the Society's 
Hall, at which the following case was argued in the nature of 
an appeal from the King’s Bench Division :— 

** Christopher Jones, being anxious to acquire a second- 
hand car of reputable make, instructed John Smith, a dealer 
in motor cars, to procure a second-hand Vauxhall car for 
him. John Smith himself owned a Vauxhall in excellent 
condition, which was produced in 1921, but which he 
believed to be a 1922 model. Smith offered this to Jones, as 
a 1922 model, for £500, but concealed the fact that it was his 
own car. Jones accordingly purchased the car in July 
1923, and paid Smith £500 and a commission of £10, relying 
on Smith’s representation that the car was a 1922 model. 
In July, 1924, Jones discovered from the Vauxhall works 
that the car was really a 1921 model; but, as he was about 
to start on a holiday and wished to use the car during his 
holiday, said nothing to Smith until September, 1924. 
Smith declined to take the car back, and, on the 
27th October, 1924, Jones commenced an action for 
rescission of the sale, and repayment of £510. The car is 
still perfectly sound, but between July, 1923, and October, 
1924, its value depreciated by £100. In July, 1923, the 
market value of a 1921 model was approximately £430. 
In the court below, judgment was given ordering rescission 
of the sale and repayment of £510 to Jones. From this 
judgment Smith has appealed.’’ 

The court consisted of Mr. E. C. 8. Wade (Vice-Principal), 
and Messrs. 8S. E. Mann, and F. C. Brasher, two students of the 
School. ‘‘ Counsel” for the appellant were Messrs. S. D. 
Herington and J. A. Plowman. ‘‘ Counsel ”’ for the respondent 
were Messrs. E. H. Lethbridge, Kingsford and A. C. D. Ensor. 

The Moot, as on the previous occasion, was well attended. 

The Court by a majority varied the judgment of the Court 
below, and ‘ordered the repayment to Jones of the £10 com- 
mission, together with an account of the profits, if any, made 
by the appellant on the transaction. 


The School of Law Dance. 


We are asked to announce that by kind permission of the 
Council of The Law Society, a dance will be held in the 
Members’ Common Room on Friday, the 8th May, from 
8.30 p.m. to 1.30 a.m. Jack Hylton’s Band will be in 
attendance. Tickets, price 10s. single, 17s.‘ 6d. double 
(including refreshments), may be obtained from the Hon. 
Secretaries—Mr. Hugh Quennell, The Manor House, Brent- 
wood ; Mr. H. W. Solomon, 34, St. John’s Wood Park, N.W.8. ; 
ce from the Principal’s Secretary, The Law Society’s Hall, 
Chancery-Lane, W.C. The proceeds, after deducting expenses, 
will be handed to the professional charities. 


Law Students Debating Society. 


At a meeting of the Society, held at The Law Society’s Hall, 
on Tuesday, 3lst March (Chairman, Mr. J. W. Morris), the 
subject for debate was “ That this House disapproves the 
seas of the Government with regard to the Safeguarding of 

ndustries.’”” Mr. C. W. M. Turner opened in the affirmative, 
and Mr. W. S. Jones opened in the negative. The following 
members also spoke: Messrs. C. W. Docking, R. D. C. 
Graham, Raymond Oliver, W. M. Pleadwell, J. H. F. Gethin, 
B. J. A. Lewis, A. D. Waldron, E. G. M. Fletcher, and P. A. 
Briggs. The opener having replied the motion was lost by 
seven votes. There were seventeen members and two visitors 
present. 

Probate. 

Mr. James Peace, of Queensgate, Bolton, retired solicitor’s 
clerk, left estate of the gross value of £18,335. 

Mr. John Kent, of Hilly Fields-crescent, Brockley, 8.E., 
and New-square, Lincoln’s Inn, W.C., solicitor, left estate of 
the gross value of £29,161. 

Sir William Hollingsworth Quayle Jones, J.P., aged seventy, 
of Brynn-y-Neuad, Lianfairfechan, Carnarvon, for some years 
Chief Justice of Sierra Leone, later Acting Chairman of the 
London Sessions, left estate of the gross value of £13,064. 

Sir James Bird, J.P., of Oakfield, Oakcroft-road, Blackheath, 
S.E., for ten years Clerk to the London County Council, who 
died on 12th February, aged sixty-one, left estate of the gross 
value of £12,068. 


Mr. Andrew Ferguson Bowie Lawrence, J.P., of Moningside 
Park, Edinburgh, Solicitor, left personal estate in England and 





Scotland of the gross value of £9,290, 
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Legal News. 
Appointments. 


The Board of Trade have appointed Mr. J. lL. POLAND, 
Assistant Official Receiver in Bankruptcy at Birmingham, 
to be Official Receiver for the bankruptcy district of Cam- 
bridge; and Mr. D. Hettiar, Assistant Official Receiver 
in Bankruptcy at Liverpool, to be Official Receiver for the 
bankruptcy district of Northampton, with effect in each 
case from Ist April. 





Deaths. 


BosANQUET.—On the 27th March, very 
19, Rue Bayard, Pau, Samuel Courthope 
Dingestow Court, Monmouth, from 1892 to 1912 Chairman 


peacefully, at 


of Quarter Sessions for the County of Monmouth. aged 
ninety-three. 

Fettows.—On the 24th March, suddenly at Walmer, 
Harry Hope, son of the late Henry Fellows, barrister, aged 


forty-seven. 

GARTON.—On the 25th 
Worthing, Frank Townsend Garton, 
High Court. 

Izop.—On the 30th March, at 7, Malwood-road, Balham 
Hill, Charles Henry Izod, solicitor, aged eighty-seven. 

MeTCALFE.—On the 29th March, Gilbert Metcalfe, of 9 
Colville-mansions, Bayswater, and of the Inner Temple, 
barrister-at-law, only son of the late Walter Charles Metcalfe 

WEATHERALL.—On the 28th March, at 21, Belsize Park- 
gardens, N.W.. Henry Weatherall, late of 22, Chancery-lane, 
youngest son of the late Edward Weatherall, of The Temple, 
in his eighty-seventh year. 

MusuHet.—On the 25th March, suddenly, at 


March, at a nursing home at 
Official Receiver to the 


29, Leinster- 


square, W. Robert Smith Mushet, barrister-at-law, aged 
sixty-six. 
METCALFE.—On the 29th March. Gilbert Metcalfe, of 


9 Colville-mansions, Bayswater, and of the Inner Temple, 
barrister-at-law, only son of the late Walter Charles Metcalfe, 


We regret to announce the death of Mr. J. W. F. Jacques, 
of Burnham, Somerset, which took place suddenly there on 
the 16th March, at the age of sixty-two.. Mr. Jacques was 
a member of The Law Society, and read an interesting paper 
on ‘‘ Foreshore Rights ’’ at the annual meeting some years ago. 


Mr. Daniel Henry Shilson, of Trewhiddle, St. Austell, 
Cornwall, solicitor and banker, formerly of the old bank of 
Messrs. Coode, Shilson & Co., of St. Austell (now absorbed in 
the National Provincial Bank), who died on 4th January, 
aged eighty-five, left estate of the gross value of £115,229, 
with net personalty £81,924. He left (inter alia) £100 to 
Thomas C. Matthews, clerk to Messrs. Coodes, solicitors, of 
St. Austell ; £1,000 each to Philip Meiville Coode and Alan 
Penrose Coode, solicitors, of St. Austell. 








Court Papers. 
Supreme Court of Judicature. 


ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date. EMERGENOY APPEAL CouRT Mr. JUSTICE Mr. JUSTICE 
Rota. No. 1. Ever. ROMER. 
Monday Apl. 6 Mr. Joliy Mr. Bloxam Mr. Jolly Mr. More 
Tuesday ...... 7 More Hicks Beach More Jolly 
Wednesday.... 8 Synge Jolly Jolly More 
Thureday...... 9 Ritchie More More Jolly 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
ASTBURY. LAWRENCE. RUSSELL. TOMLIN. 
Monday Apl. 6 Mr. Hicks Beach Mr. Bloxam Mr. Synge Mr. Ritchie 
Tuesday ...... 7 Bloxam Hicks Beach Ritchie Synge 
Wednesday.... 8 Hicks Beach Bloxam Synge Ritchie 
Thursday. .... . 9 Bloxam Hicks Beach Ritchie Synge 





VALUATIONS FOR INSU RANCE.—It is very no = that all Policy Holders should 
have a detailed valuation of their effects. perty is eon ve Lowe ly 
insured, and in case of loss insurers suffer mR. DEBENHAM STORR & SONS 
(LIMITED), 26, King Street, Covent Garden, W.C.2, the well-known shatte! valuers and 
auctioneers (esta over 100 years), have @ staff of expert Valuers, and will be giao 
to ay Dh, those desiring valuations for any purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, 
works of art. bric-A-brac eapestalits [ADvrT.) 


THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL. 
WHEN CALLED UPON TO ADVISE aS TO LEGACIES, PLEASE DO NOT 


FORGET THE CLaIms OF THE MippLEsEx Hospira., 
WHick IS URGENTLY IN NEED OF Funps ror irs Humans Worx. 


Bosanquet, of | 





| 
| 
| 


Stock Exchange Prices of certain 
Trustee Securities. 


Next London Stock Exchange Settlement. 


Bank Rate 5% 
Thursday, 23rd aoe, 1925. 





jase agra) 0. | Row. 
English Government Securities £s.d.\|£58,d 

Consols 23% +s oe | 4 7 6 _- 
War Loan 5% 1929-47 .. ‘ 101g; 418 0/419 6 
War Loan 44% 1925-45 hi ni 97} 412 6\|415 O 
War Loan 4% (Tax free) 1929-42 o% 99 406,400 
War Loan 34% Ist March 1928 96 312 6'419 0 
Funding 4% Loan 1960-90 88jxd 410 6/411 0 
Victory 4% Bonds (available at par for 

Estate Duty) (Average life 36 years) 914 4176/4 9 0 
Conversion 44% Loan 1940-44 -- | O77, '4138 0/415 O 
Conversion 34% Loan 1961... me 76; (411 0 comes 
Local Loan 3% Stock 1921 or after 664 | 411 0 — 
Bank Stock 2524xd 415 0 ans 
India 44% 1940-5 55 es es | @ 5 10/5 6 0 

India 34% bie ove ot .. | 6% |5 3 6 — 

India 3% . i a o | OB 16 4 @ 
Sudan 44% 1939-73... 7 -. | 044 1/415 6/416 6 
Sudan 4% 1974 .. 87 412 0(41 
Transvaal Government 3% Guaranteed 

1923-53 (Estimated life 19 years) .. 814 (314 0/411 0 


Colonial Securities. 


Canada 3% 1938 , -.| 81 (313 6/418 O 
Cape of Good Hope 4° 4 1916. 36 -- | 905 4 8 6)418 6 
Cape of Good Hope 34% 1929.49 -- | 79) |4 8 0/418 0 
Commonwealth of Australia 43% 1940-60, 98} 417 0/419 6 
Jamaica 44% 1941-71 ne ee 954 414 6'415 6 
Natal 4% 1937 .. -- | 908 |4 8 6/418 0 
New South Wales 43% 1935. 45 a 933 /416 0/417 6 
New South Wales 4% 1942-62. Py 844 414 6/415 0 
New Zealand 44% 1944 - .. | 96 |413 0/416 0 
New Zealand 4% 1929 .. ea 96 43 01/5 10 
Queensland 34% 1945 .. <n a 78 410 0\'5 3 6 
South Africa 4% 1943-63 a -. | 8% |411 6/413 O 
S. Australia 33% 1926-36 .. ..| 85) (4 20/5 40 
Tasmania 34% 1920-40 .. és .. | 832 |4 3 6/510 6 
Victoria 4% 1940-60 .. “a ac; oe 412 0\/413 6 
W. Australia 4 % 1935-65 a + 94 416 0 416 6 
Corporation Stocks. 

Birmingham 3% on or after 1947 or 

at option of Corpn. 65 412 0 _ 
Bristol 3}%, 1925-65 hee | 77 «6141 01416 O 
Cardiff 34% 1935 a i -. | 87% (|;4 00/5 0 O 
Croydon 3% 1940-60 .. vee | 688 14 701418 0 
Glasgow 24% 1925-40 .. én ot 778 (3 5 OO} 411 6 
Hull 34% 1925-55 ; 78 |4 9 0|\417 0 
Liverpool 3$% on or after 1942 at 

option of Corpn. 76 412 0; — 
Ldn. Cty. 24% Con. Stk. after 1920 at 

option of Corpn. 564 490) — 
Ldn, Cty. 3% -Con. Stk. after 1920 at . 

option of Corpn. .. | 642 | 412 6} 
Manchester 3% on or after 1941 _ 65 412 0 _ 
Metropolitan Ww ater Board 3% ‘A’ 

1963-2003. .. 683 |414 0/414 6 
Metropolitan W ater Board 3° % *B’ 

1934-2003 re ‘ .. | 65 412 0,412 0 
Middlesex ©.C. 34% 1927-47 .| Sl 14 6 O01 419 O 
Newcastle 34% irredeemable .. .. | 754 | 413 0 — 
Nottingham 3% irredeemable . . s 65 412 0 — 
Plymouth 3% 1920-60 .. 68xd 4 8 0,417 6 

English Railway Prior Chane. 
Gt. Western Rly. 4% Debenture - 2h (417 
Gt. Western Rly. 5% Rent Charge .. 101 19 
Gt. Western Rly. 5% Preference - 98} l 
L. North Eastern Rly. 4% Debenture.. | 80} 19 6 


L.. North Eastern Rly. 4% Guaranteed 784 
L. North Eastern Rly. 4% Ist Preference | 75 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4% Debenture .. | 81 

L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4% Guaranteed . se 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4% Preference .. + 
Southern Railway 4% Debenture as 804 
Southern Railway 5 5°, Guaranteed 99 
Southern Railway 6 5% Preference -» | 95) | 


acrkaanrkacnfk of & 
-_ 
(=) 
aQooacocecooeccacoeoo 
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CAMBERWELL 
HOUSE, 


33, Peckham Road, London, §.E.5. 


Telegrams: “ Psycnonia, Loxpon.” 
Telephones: New Cross 2300-2301, 


For the Treatment of 
Mental Disorders. 


Completely detached villas for mild cases, 
Voluntary Boarders received. 20 acres of grounds, 
with extensive allotments on which gardening is 
encouraged. Cricket Pitches, hard and soft 
Tennis Courts, Croquet, Squash Racquets, and 
all indoor amusements, including Wireless and 
other Concerts. Daily Services in Chapel. 

An [Illustrated Prospectus, giving full 
Particulars and Terms, may be obtained on 
application to the Secretary. 


HOVE VILLA, BRIGHTON. 


A Convalescent Branch of the above to which all Suitable 
Patients may be sent on Holiday. 





Telephone: 602 Holborn. 


EDE & RAVENSCROFT 


FOUNDED IN THE Region oF Wiliam & Mary 1689, 


ROBE COURT 
MAKERS TAILORS 


By APPOINTMENT. 


TAILORING—SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks & Coroners. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.6.2. 





For LAW BOOKS 


CONSULT 


BUTTERWORTH & CO. 


LAW PUBLISHERS, 


BELL YARD, TEMPLE BAR, 
LONDON, W.C.2. 


Telegrams: “ Butter wort, London.”’ 
Telephone: Holborn 2466. 











branch at Worthing during the summer months. 


for further particulars and Illustrated Prospectus. 





PECKHAM HOUSE 
MENTAL HOSPITAL. 
ESTABLISHED 1826, 

112 PECKHAM ROAD, LONDON, S.E.15. 


TELEGRAMS : “ ALLEVIATED, LONDON.” 
TELEPHONE: New Cross 576. 





Certified Patients and Voluntary 
Boarders Received. 


Private houses for suitable cases adjoin the 
Institution. Holiday parties sent to the Seaside 


Moderateterms. Apply to Medical Superintendent 





The Solicitors’ Journal an 
Weekly Reporter. 


NOTICE 
TO SUBSCRIBERS. 


Annual Subscription (payable in advange), 
including Statutes, Orders, Rules, Court Papers 
and Portraits— 

£2 12s., by Post £2 14s. 
Foreign, £2 16s. 

Half-yearly and Quarterly Subscriptions ig 
proportion. 

Parcels of Volumes for binding should be 
sent, carriage paid, to the Publishers, Soicrrory 
JournaL, Oyez House, 104, Fetter-lane, E.C.4, 

The reduced charges for binding are as follows— 

Brown orgreencloth 7 6 
Half-calf, 4 or 5 bands 15 0 


TO CONTRIBUTORS. 


All communications must be authenticated 
by the name and address of the writer. 

The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected 
contributions, though every effort will be made 
to do so. Copies should be kept of all Articles 
sent in by writers not on the regular staff of the 
Journal. 


per volume, 





Established 1823. Telephone: London Wall 8926, 


REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 


LIMITED. 
(Empowered by Special Acts of Parliament.) 
Reversions Purchased or Loans Granted upon them. 


The Law Costs on Loans are regulated by scale. 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, 8764,825. 


19 (formerly 30), COLEMAN STREET, LONDON, E.¢2 





LAW FIRE 


INSURANCE SOCIETY LIMITED, 


No 


FIRE. Capital Redemption. 


Compensation, including Domestic Servants. 


Personal Accident and Disease. 
Property Owners’ Indemnity. 





CLASSES OF BUSINESS TRANSACTED : 


Glass. Householders’ and Houseowners’ Comprehensive Policies. 


BONDS {i Directors desire specially to draw attention to the fact that the Fidelity Guarantee Bonds of this Society are accepted by His 
Majesty's Government and in the High Court of Justice. 





DIRECTORS— 


Burglary. 


114, Chancery Lane, London, W.C.2. 


Workmen’s 


Fidelity Guarantee. 
Plate 


Third Party. Motor Car. 


CHARLES Ae ee JOHNSON, Esq., J.P., CHAIRMAN (formerly of Johnson, Raymond-Barker & Co., Lincoln’s Inn). 


ROMER WILLIAMS, .L., J.P., VICE- ‘CHAIRMAN (formerly of Williams & James, Norfolk House, Thames Embankment). 
ROWLAND BEEVOR, Esq. (Williams & poy Norfolk House, W.C.2. JAMES MARSH JOHNSTONE, Esq. (Rawle, Johnst & Co.), Bedford Row. 
GEORGE FRANCIS BERNEY, Esq. (Corsellis & Berney), Norfolk Street. DILLON R. L. LOWE, Esq. (Lowe & Co.), Temple Gardens. 
BE. CARLETON-HOLMES, Esq. ‘(forme rly of Carleton-Holmes, Fell & Wade, -~— ‘names ht ge STUART M RGAN, . (Saxton & Morgan), Somerset Street, W.), 
E. F. B. CHURCH, Esq. (formerly of Church, Adams, Prior & Balmer), Bedford Ro JAMES AMPHLETT MORTON, Esq. (Ivens, Morton & Morton), Kidderminster. 
HARRY M. CROOK ENDEN, Esq. (Francis & Crookenden), Lincoln’s Inn Fields. RONALD PEAKE, 1 . (Peake, Bird, Collins & Co.), ord Row 
GODFREY NIX DICKINSON, Esq. (Bewes & Dickinson), Stonehouse. JOHN DOUGLAS P Esq. (Morrell, Peel & Gai en), Oxford. 
CHARLES EASTWOOD, Esq., J.P. (W. Banks & Co.), Preston. CECIL STUART RAYMOND.A ARKER, Esq. (Johnson, Raymond-Barker & Co.), Ne# 
F. E. EB. FAREBROTHE R, Esq. (Fladgate & Co.), Pall Mall. we. Lincoln’s Inn. 
HENRY LEFEVRE FARRER, Esq. (formerly of Farrer & Co., Lincoln’s Inn Fields). J.E RIDER, . (Rider, Heaton, Meredith & Mills), Lincoln’s Inn. 
BE, 8. FREELAND, Esq. (Nicholson, Freeland & Shepherd), Queen Anne’s Gate. GEORGE L. STEWART, . (Lee & i? rye Lincoln’s Inn Fields. 
EDWARD TEMPLE GURDON, Esq. (Frere, Cholmeley & Co.), Lincoln’s Inn Fields. MICHAEL FORBES TWEEDIP, Esq. (A. F. & R. W . Tweedie), Lincoln’s Ina Fields. 
W. A. T. HALLOWES, ~% (Hallowes & Carter), Bedford Row. HERBERT rere WALFORD . (Walfords), Bolton Saat, Piccadilly. 
EDWIN HART, Esq. (Budd, Brodie & Hart), Bedford Row. W. MELMOTH WALTERS, Esq. (Walters & Co.), Lincoln's 
FRANCIS REGINALD JAMES, Esq. (Gwynne James & Son), Hereford. ARTHUR C. WHITEHEAD, Esq. (Burch & Co.), Bolton pereet Ww. 1. 

E. TREVOR LL. WILL same, Hea. 4. P., Iver Heath, Bucks, 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY—W. BR. LAWRENCE, 


SECURITY UNSURPASSED. 
THE BUSINESS OF THE SOCIETY 18 CONFINED TO THE UNITED KINGDOM, 








SECRETARY—H, T. OWEN LEGGATT. 
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